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AIR BRAKE SYSTEMS 

DOT/NHTSA proposes indefinite extension of existing 
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NRC reopens hearing on environmental impacts. ....... 26987 


MILK AND MILK PRODUCTS 

USDA/FSQS proposes to amend U.S. sediment stand¬ 
ards; comments by 7-15-77 .-.... 27011 
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III of this issue) ......... 27189 

FUTURES COMMISSION MERCHANTS 

CFTC proposes amendment of minimum financial 
requirements; comments by 11-1-77 (Part II of this 
is s ue) .....•• 27165 

DRAWBACK CLAIMS 

Treasury/Customs proposes change in record retention 
requirement; comments by 6-27-77 _._...._._ 26993 

FEES FOR CONSULAR SERVICES 

State proposes combination of U.S. and Foreign Service 
post schedules; comments by 6-24-77 ...... 26994 

TRANSPORTATION SAFETY 

NTSB announces availability of railroad and aircraft 
accident reports and highway, railroad and aircraft 
safety recommendations and responses ..... 27076 
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reminders 

(The Items in this list were editorially compiled as an aid to Femeal Rigistix users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no leftl 
significance. Since this list is intended as a reminder, it does not include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.) 


Rules Going Into Effect Today 


DOT/FAA—Airworthiness directive; Beech 
Model 58P. 58PA, 58TC and 58 TCA 

airplanes . . 20114; 4—18—77 

Standard instrument approach proce¬ 
dures; changes and additions, 

20117; 4-18-77 


Standard instrument approach proce¬ 
dures; Chicago 0‘Hare International 
Airport. Chicago. Ill . 21609; 

4-28-77 

HEW/FDA—Human drugs, streptomycin 
and streptomycin-containing; updat¬ 
ing and technical revision . 21274; 

4-26-77 


Streptomycin and streptomycin contain- 
ing drugs .. 21274; 4-26-77 


List of Public Laws 


Norm: No public bills which have bccom* 
law were received by the Office of the Fedeni 
Register for Inclusion In today's List or 
Public Laws. 


AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK 

The six-month trial period ended August 6. The program is being continued on a voluntary basis (see OFR 
notice. 41 FR 32914, August 6, 1976). The following agencies have agreed to remain in the program: 


-L 


Monday 

Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Friday 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 


NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/COAST GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 


DOT/COAST GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 


DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 


DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/OHMO 

CSC 


DOT/OHMO 

CSC 

D0T/0PS0 

LABOR 


DOT/OPSO 

LABOR 


HEW/FDA 



HEW/FOA 


Documents normally scheduled on a day that will be a Federal holiday will be published the next work day 
following the holiday. 

Comments on this program are still invited. Comments should be submitted to the Day-of-the-Week Program 
Coordinator, Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service. General Services Adminis¬ 
tration, Washington, D.C. 20408. 


ATTENTION: For questions, corrections, or requests for information please see the list of telephone numbers 
appearing on opposite page. 




Published dully. Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays. Sundays, or on ofllclal 
holidays i. by the Offloe of tho Federal Register. National Archives and Records Service, Genera; 
Administration. Washington. DC 20408, under the Federal Register Act (48 8tat. 600 , as amended; ** vso. 
_ Ch. 16) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register < 1 CFR Ch. 1). 

u made only by the Superintendent of Documents. U3. Government Printing Office. Washington, D C. 20402- 

The Pxpoul Racism provides a uniform system for malting available to the public regulations and legal ©otlcss 
by Federal agencies. These include Presidential proclamations and Executive orders and Federal agency documents ns s 
general applicability and legal effect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal age J 
documents of public interest- Documents are on file for public inspection In the Office of the Federal Register the day 
they are publfahcd. unless earlier filing Is requested by the issuing agency. 


The Fmm Rxoisto wUl be furnished by mall to subscribers, free of postage, for $5.00 per month or $50 per year 
in advance. The charge for Individual copies la 75 cents for each Issue, or 75 cents for each group of pages as 
Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, UJS. Government Printing Office. Wean^r 
DC. 20402. 


There are no restrictions on the republicatlon of material appearing In the Pkozeal Rcotsm. 
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INFORMATION AND ASSISTANCE 

Questions and requests for specific information may be directed to the following numbers. General inquiries 
may be made by dialing 202-523-5240. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, Daily Issue: 

Subscription orders (GPO) . 202—783—3238 

Subscription problems (GPO) 202-275-3050 

"Dial • a • Regulation" (recorded 202-523-5022 
summary of highlighted docu¬ 
ments appearing in next day’s 
issue). 

Scheduling of documents for 523-5220 

publication. 

Copies of documents appearing in 523-5240 

the Federal Register. * — 

Corrections_—-- 523-5286 

Public Inspection Desk.. 523-5215 

Finding Aids___........- 523—5227 

Public Briefings: “How To Use the 523-5282 

Federal Register." 

Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).. 523-5266 

Finding Aids. 523-5227 


PRESIDENTIAL PAPERS: 

Executive Orders and Proclama- 523-5233 

tions. 

Weekly Compilation of Presidential 523-5235 

Documents. 

Public Papers of the Presidents.... 523-5235 

Index _ 523-5235 

PUBLIC LAWS: 

Public Law dates and numbers. 523-5237 

Slip Laws .. 523-5237 

U.S. Statutes at Large . 523-5237 

Index - 523-5237 

U.S. Government Manual .. 523-5230 

Automation _ 523-5240 

Special Projects . 523-5240 


HIGHLIGHTS—Continued 


PREVENTING COLLISIONS AT SEA 

DOT/CG informs mariners and general public of 

localities covered by international regulations; effective 

5-26-77 26976 

TEXTILE INDUSTRY POINT SOURCE CATEGORY 

EPA adopts final pretreatment standards for existing 
sources in seven subcategories; effective 6-30-77 26979 

FEDERAL ELECTIONS 

EEC requests comments by 6-27-77 on solicitations by 
separate segregated funds of tabor organizations 26990 

NATIONAL BANKS 

Treasury/Comptroller establishes supplemental hearing 
and notice procedures applicable to certain activities; 

effective 5-26-77 26969 

Treasury/Comptroller establishes procedures for appeal 
from adverse action by registered clearing agency; 
effective 5-26-77 ..-... 26969 

PESTICIDE RESIDUES IN OR ON RAW 
AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES 

tPA establish#* tolerances lor herbicide bentazon; effec¬ 
tive 5-?6-77 26978 

fPA establishes temporary tolerances for various herbi- 

odes (2 documents) . 27053. 27054 

IPA announces receipt o* applications for registration 
products containing new active ingredients .. 27054 

•MPORTED RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS 

OOT/MTB proposes to permit import ot packages of 
certain Type A and low specific activity materials: com¬ 
ments by 6-27-77 27002 

RAILROAD RETIREMENT SUPPLEMENTAL 
ANNUITY PROGRAM 

B| tB issues determination of quarterly rate of excise 

u * -_ 27080 


PRIVACY ACT OF 1974 

Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation clarifies its ex¬ 
emption from certain provisions; effective 5-26-77 ...» 26975 
NCUA issues notice of system of records; effective 

5- 26-77 .....-. 27069 

DO 0/DC PA amends system of records; comments by 

6- 25-77 —...- 27021 

National Study Commission on Records and Documents 

of Federal Officials revokes and transfers systems of 
records . ...—.- 27070 

NUCLEAR DIAGNOSTIC PRODUCTS 

NRC adds Mock Iodine-125 to list of radionuclides in 
general license for medical laboratory use; effective 
6-27-77 26986 

NUCLEAR PLANT SECURITY 

NRC issues abnormal occurrence report .—. 27075 

MEETINGS— 

DOD/AF: Scientific Advisory Board* 6-14 and 

6-15-77 . . 27021 

DOT/FAA: Radio Technical Commission for Aero 
nautics Special Committee 129, 6-22 and 

6-23-77 ...-..—- 27081 

ERDA. Procurement Policy Advisory Committee, 

6-14-77 . .-. 27049 

EPA: National Lime Association. 6-16-77 . 27051 

Science Advisory Board's Environmental Health 

Advisory Committee, 6-15-77 .-.. 27053 

FEA: Industry Supply Advisory Group to International 

Energy Agency. 6-1 and 6-2-77. ~~. 27049 

HEW: National Advisory Council on Services and 
Facilities for the Developmental^ Disabled, 6-13 

thru 6-15-77 - 27067 

Marine Mammal Commission: MMC and Committee 
of Scientific Advisors on Marine Mammals, 7-28 
thru 7-30-77 27068 

NASA: Research and Technology Advisory Council 
Committee on Space Propulsion and Power, 6-14 
and 6-15-77 . 27069 

ill 
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HIGHLIGHTS— Continued 


National Foundation on the Arts and the Humanities: 
Planning Office Panel, 6-23 and 6-24-77 27070 

Research Grants Panel. 6-16 and 6-17-77 (2 docu¬ 
ments) .. 27070 

NRC: Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards: 
Subcommittee on Reactor Safety Research, 

6-16-77 .....—. 27076 

USDA/FS: Deschutes National Forest Advisory Com¬ 
mittee. 6-23-77 27019 


CHANGED MEETING— 

DOT/NHTSA: Application of Federal motor vehicle 
safety standards to electric and hybrid vehicles, 
7-11-77 thru 7-14-77 . 27082 

SEPARATE PARTS OF THE ISSUE 

Part II. CFTC ...„.... 27185 

Pa*t III. US DA .....*... 27189 

Part IV. Executive Orders ___ 27193 


THE PRESIDENT 

Executive Orders 

Circuit Judge Nominating Com¬ 
mission. United States .. 27197 

Judicial Officers, Committee on 
Selection of Federal; establish¬ 
ment --- 27195 


EXECUTIVE AGENCIES 
AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL 
DEVELOPMENT 

Rules 

Advisory committee management: 
closed meetings __ 26975 

Notices 

Authority delegations: 

USAID;Paraguay Director_ 27081 

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 
Rules 

Oranges (Valencia) grown in Ariz. 
and Calif ..... 26986 

Proposed Rules 

Milk marketing order: 

Middle Atlantic . 27016 

Peaches (fresh) grown in Oa _ 27012 

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 

See also Agricultural Marketing 
Service: Farmers Home Admin¬ 
istration: Food 8afety and Qual¬ 
ity Sen*ice; Forest Service. 

Notices 

Privacy Act; systems of records. .. 27189 

AIR FORCE DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Scientific Advisory Board _ 27021 

ARMY DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Environmental statements: avail¬ 
ability. etc.: 

Fort Ord Complex. Calif _ 27021 

Meetings: 

Chemical Propulsion Advisory 
Committee. Propellant Char¬ 
acterization Working Oroup. 27021 

ARTS AND HUMANITIES, NATIONAL 
FOUNDATION 

Notices 

Meetings : 

Planning Office Panel _ 27070 

Research Orants Panel (2 docu¬ 
ments) _ 27070 


contents 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 
Notices 

Hearings, etc.: 

Kim Royal Dutch Airlines et aL 27019 

Profit by Air. Inc . 27019 

COAST GUARD 
Rules 

Collision regulations, internation¬ 
al 

Localities of enforcement _ 26976 

Merchant marine officers and sea¬ 
men: 

Motorboat operators and staff 
officers, licensing and regis¬ 
tration; recency of service. 

military service exclusion _ 26985 

Security zones: 

Monongahela. Allegheny and 


Ohio Rivers; Pa_ 26977 

Notices 

Equipment, construction, and ma¬ 
terials; approvals and termina¬ 
tions _ 27081 


COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 

See National Bureau of Stand¬ 
ards; National Oceanic and At¬ 
mospheric Administration. 

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION 

Proposed Rules 

Commodity Exchange Act regula¬ 
tions: 

Futures commission merchants: 
minimum financial require¬ 
ments ....__ 27166 

COMPTROLLER OF CURRENCY 

Rules 

Application procedures, supple¬ 
mental, for charters, 
branches, mergers and reloca¬ 
tions: 

De novo operating subsidiaries 
deleted .. 26969 

Fiduciary powers; National banks 
and collective investment 
funds: 

Registered clearing agencies; 
applications for stays of dis¬ 
ciplinary sanctions and sum¬ 
mary actions _ 26969 

CUSTOMS SERVICE 

Proposed Rules 

Drawback claims: records reten¬ 
tion . 26993 


DEFENSE CIVIL PREPAREDNESS AGENCY 
Notices 

Privacy Act; systems of records. 27021 
DEFENSE DEPARTMENT 
See Air Force Department; Army 
Department; Defense Civil Pre¬ 
paredness Agency. 

ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Procurement Policy Advisory 
Committee _ 27049 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
Rules 

Air quality implementation plans: 
various States, etc.: 

North Dakota... 28977 

Pesticide chemicals In or on raw 
agricultural commodities; 
tolerances and exemptions. 


etc.: 

Bentazon _ 28978 

Water pollution; effluent guide¬ 
lines for certain point source 
categories: 

Textile industry _ 26979 

Proposed Rules 

Air quality Implementation plans; 
various States, etc.: 

California (9 documents) . 26997- 

27001 


Notices 

Committees; establishment, re¬ 
newals, etc.: 

State-Federal Water Programs 

Advisory Committee_ 27067 

Meetings: 

National Lime Association Air 
Quality Committee.... 27051 

Science Advisory Board. Envi¬ 
ronmental Health Advisory 
Committee: Mutagenicity 

Testing Study Group.- 27053 

Pesticide applicator certification 
and interim certification; 

State plans: 

Washington . 27053 

Pesticide chemicals; tolerances, 
exemptions, etc.; petitions: 

Ciba-Geigy Corp. 2 <0 d4 

Hercules. Inc--2' 0 ? 3 

Mobay Chemical Corp. 27054 

Pesticide programs: 

Amitraz, pesticide products con¬ 
taining; rebuttable presump¬ 
tion against registration and 
continued registration- 27050 
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National Fuel Gas Supply Corp. 27060 
Occidental Petroleum Corp et 

al .-.- 27061 

Public Service Co. of New 

Hampshire __ 27061 

Public Service Co. of Oklahoma . 27061 
Texas Eastern Transmission 

Corp __ 27061 

Transcontinental Oas Pipe Line 

Corp .. 27062 

Union Oil Co. of California et 

al .-. 27059 

United Gas Pipe Line Co _ 27062 

Vermont Electric Power Co.. 

Inc . .. . 27062 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

Notices 

Board actions; applications and 
reports _______ 27063 

Application s. etc.: 

Gema Financial Corp _ 27066 

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 

Rules 

Prohibited trade practices: 

Atlantic Richfield Co .. 26972- 

Carte Blanche Corp _ .. 26973 

City Stores Co _ 26973 

Diners’ Club. Inc .. 26973 

Federated Department Stores. 

Inc _ 26974 

Globe Newspaper Co , Inc ...... 26974 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 


Proposed Rules 

Endangered and threatened spe¬ 
cies; fish, wildlife, and plants: 

Boa. ground iguana, and blind 

snake: Mona Island _ 27003 

Rattlesnake. New Mexican 

ridge-nosed _ 27007 

Toad. Houston __ 27009 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
Rules 

Rail carriers: 

Gondolas, incentive per dtera 
charges; stay of effective 
date ___ 26985 

Notices 

Abandonment of railroad serv¬ 
ices. etc.; 

Chicago. Rock Island & Pacific 

Railroad Co. . 27111 

Seaboard Coast Line Railroad 

Co . 27111 

Hearing assignments _.... 27110 

Motor carriers: 

Household goods transporta¬ 
tion; informal conference on 

agency relationships _ 27129 

Irregular route property car¬ 
riers: gateway elimination... 27113 

Transfer proceedings . 27111 

Petitions, applications, finance 
matters (including temporary 
authorities), railroad abandon¬ 
ments. alternate route devia¬ 
tions. and intrastate applica¬ 
tions ..... 27083 

LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU 
Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

New Mexico <3 documents) _ 27067. 


27068 

Opening of public lands: 

Oregon <2 documents)_ 27067 

Washington_ 27067 

Withdrawal and reservation of 
lands, oroposed, etc.: 

Oregon __ 27068 


MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET OFFICE 
Notices 


Pesticide registration: 

Applications (2 documents) - 27054, 

27055 

Pesticides; specific exemptions 
and experimental use per¬ 
mits: 

Idaho Department of Agricul¬ 
ture ___ 27050 

Minnesota Department of Agri¬ 
culture .... 27051 

Montana. -.. 27052 

FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Disaster and emergency areas: 

Colorado-- 27018 

Idaho_ 27018 

Michigan-- - 27018 

Mississippi-—- 27018 

Oklahoma - 27018 

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Airworthiness directives: 

Beech .- 26970 

Standard instrument approach 

procedures_ 26971 

Transition areas __ 26971 

Proposed Rules 

Runway markers, dlstonce-to-go: 

Installation: withdrawn _ 26991 

Transition areas <2 documents* .. 26992 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Aeronautics Radio Technical 
Commission _- 27081 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Canada-U.S. television agreement 
(1952); Table A amendment... 27057 

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 
Proposed Rules 

Corporate and labor organization 
acuvity; solicitation methods: 

inquiry.. 26990 

federal energy administration 

Notices 

AppeaLs and applications for ex¬ 
ception, etc.; coses filed with 
Exceptions and Appeals Of¬ 
fice: 

Ust of applicants, etc. tfl doc¬ 
uments) . . 27022-27044 

Environmental statements; avail¬ 
ability, etc.: 

California and Massachusetts 
energy conservetion plans... 27049 
Minnesota energy conservation 

plan.. 27048 

Meeting: 

Industry Supply Advisory 
Group to International En¬ 
ergy Agency _ 27049 

FEDERAL power commission 

Notices 

Hearings, etc.: 

Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co_ 27063 

Graham. Bill, _ 27060 


FOOD SAFETY AND QUALITY SERVICE 
Proposed Rules 

Milk and milk products: sediment 
standards ___ 27011 

FOREST SERVICE 
Notices 

Environmental statements; avail¬ 
ability, etc.: 

Oreen Mountain National For¬ 
est, Deerfield River Area Land 


Use Plan. Vt .. 27019 

Meetings; 

Deschutes National Forest Ad¬ 
visory Committee _ 27019 

GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 
Notices 

Regulatory reports review; pro¬ 
posals. approvals, etc .. 27066 


HEALTH. EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Services and Facilities for De¬ 
velopment* lly Disabled. Na¬ 
tional Advisory Council_ 27067 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

See Fish and Wildlife Service; 

Land Management Bureau. 


Clearance of reports; list of re¬ 
quests (2 documents)_ 27078. 27079 

MARINE MAMMAL COMMISSION 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Marine Mammal Commission 
and Mar me Mammals Scien¬ 
tific Advisors Committee _ 27068 

MATERIALS TRANSPORTATION BUREAU 
Proposed Rules 

Radioactive materials imported 
into U.S ___ 27002 

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Meetings : 

Research and Technology Advi¬ 
sory Council; 8pace Propul¬ 
sion and Power Committee. 27069 

NATIONAL BUREAU OF STANDARDS 
Notices 

Voluntary product standards: 

Abrasive grain on coated abra¬ 
sive products; withdrawn _ 27020 

NATIONAL CREDIT UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Privacy Act: systems of records. . 27069 
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NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

Proposed Rules 

Motor vehicle safety standards: 

Brake systems. atr_-- 27003 

Notices 

Electric and hybrid vehicles; 
meeting and applications for fi¬ 
nancial assistance: meeting 
change_ 27082 

Motor vehicle safety standards; 
exemption petitions, etc.: 

General Motors Corp.; control 
location, identification, and 

illumination_ 27082 

Mack Trucks. Inc.: lamps, re¬ 
flective devices, and associ¬ 
ated equipment_ 27082 

NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Endangered species parts or prod¬ 
ucts: certificates of exemption - 27021 

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY 
80ARD 

Notices 

Safety recommendations and acci¬ 
dent reports; availability, re¬ 
sponses. etc_ 27076 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

Rules 

Byproduct material licensing; 

Mock iodine-125 calibration or 


reference source _ 26986 

Environmental protection: licens¬ 
ing and regulatory policy and 
procedures; uranium fuel cycle 
impacts -- 26987 


Proposed Rules 

Facilities and material licenses; 
fee schedule revised; extension 
of time_ 26990 


RECORDS AND DOCUMENTS OF FEDERAL 
OFFICIALS. NATIONAL STUDY 
COMMISSION 

Notices 


Notices 

Abnormal occurrence reports: 

Security incident.. 27075 

Meetings: 

Reactor Safeguards Advisory 
Committee. Reactor Safety 

Research Subcommittee_ 27076 

Regulatory guides; issuance and 
availability (3 documents!_ 27073. 


27074 

Applications . etc.: 

Florida Power Corp. el al_ 27071 

Florida Power & Light Co_ 27071 

Iowa Electric Light 1 Power Co. 
et al... 27071 


Kansas Gas & Electric Co. et al. 27071 
Metropolitan Edison Co. et al. . 27072 
Nebraska Public Power District- 27072 
Niagara Mohawk Power Corp- - 27073 
Northern States Power Co. et al. 27073 
Virginia Electric A* Power Co... 27074 
Wcstinghouse Electric Corp 27075 

OCEANS AND ATMOSPHERE. NATIONAL 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Notices 

Meeting -_-_ 27069 

PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY 
CORPORATION 

Rules 

Privacy Act: implementation _ 26975 

RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD 

Notices 

Railroad retirement supplemental 
annuity program; determination 
of quarterly rate of excise tax. . 27080 


Privacy Act; systems of records . 27070 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 

Disaster areas: 

Iowa .. 27080 

Louisiana -J__ 27080 

Maine - 27080 

. Missouri (2 documents>_. 27080 

Tennessee _ 27080 

Texas (2 documents >_ 27081 


STATE DEPARTMENT 

See ateo Agency for International 
Development. 

Proposed Rules 

Pees and funds: 

Consular services: United States 
and Foreign Service posts, 
consolidation _26994 

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 

See Coast Guard; Federal Avi¬ 
ation Administration; Material* 
Transportation Bureau: Na¬ 
tional Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

See Comptroller of Currency; Cus¬ 
toms Service. 

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Procurement: organizational 

changes, etc..._ 26984 
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Tb* following numerical guide Is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations effected by documents published in today's 
d%ue. A cumulative list of parts affected, covering the current month to date, follows beginning with the second issue of the month. 
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11296 (Revoked by EO 11988) . 26951 

11460 < Revoked by EO 11984) _ 23129 

11514 (See EO 11990) _ 26961 

i Amended by EO 119911 _ 26967 

• See EO 11988> .—. 26951 

11644 (Amended by EO 11989)—.. 26959 

11861 (Amended by EO 11983> _ 23127 

11861 (Amended by EO 11986) — 26407 

11872 (Revoked by EO 11983) _ 23127 
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11932. —. 22859 

11971 (Amended by EO 11982) .... 22859 
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11986.. . 26407 

11987 _ 26949 
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11993 . 27197 
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May 19. 1977 _ 26195 
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213 . 22355. 

22356. 23131. 24743. 25313. 25314, 
25869. 25870. 26409 

550 .. -. 23131 


Proposed Rules: 


7 CFR—Continued 


1823 . 24232 
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Thit section of tho FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general applicability and legal affect most of which are 
Keyed to and codified In tha Coda of Federal Regulations, which Is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510. 

The Code of Federal Regulations Is sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new books ere listed In the first FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of each* month. 


Title 12— Banks and Banking 

CHAPTER I—COMPTROLLER OF THE 
CURRENCY, DEPARTMENT OF THE 

TREASURY 

PART S— SUPPLEMENTAL APPLICATION 
PROCEDURES FOR CHARTERS. DOMES¬ 
TIC BRANCHES. MERCERS. RELOCA¬ 
TIONS, CONVERSIONS. DOMESTIC 
OPERATING SUBSIDIARIES. FIDUCIARY 
POWERS AND TITLE CHANGES 

Scope of Part 

AGENCY: Comptroller of the Currency. 
ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This amendment revises 12 
CFB Part 5 establishing supplemental 
hearing and notice procedures applica¬ 
ble to certain activities of national banks. 
The purpose of the amendment Is to clar¬ 
ify that the establishment of a de novo 
operating subsidiary by a national bank 
is not an activity which is included with¬ 
in the scope of that Part. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 26. 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Richard H. Neiman. Staff Attorney, 
Legal Advisory Services Division. 
Comptroller of the Currency, Wash¬ 
ington, DC. 20219. 202-447-1884. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On November 1. 1976. the Comptroller of 
the Currency published in the Federal 
Register <4i FR 47934) an amendment 
expanding the scope of 12 CFR Part 5 to 
include additional activities of national 
banks within the hearing and notice pro¬ 
cedures established by that Part. Inad¬ 
vertently, the amendment, as published. 
Wiled the hearing and notice proce- 
to the establishment of de novo 
operating subsidiaries. The Comptroller 
considers the establishment of a de novo 
operating subsidiary as analogous to the 
incorporation of a department of a bank 
xnd therefore routinely docs not require 
for such applications the supplemental 
Procedures set forth in Part 5. Accord¬ 
ingly Part 5 is being amended expressly 
10 delete the establishment of de novo 
operating subsidiaries from the scope of 
tost Part. 

^ Neiman is the principal drafter of 

mis revision. 

In consideration of the above, 12 CFR 

|^rt 5 is amended by revising f 5.1 to 

read: 

& 5 -l Scope of Part. 

Part contains procedures by which 
ne Comptroller of the Currency may 
informed decisions with respect to 
■PPhcations to charter national banks. 
w establish domestic branches of na¬ 


tional banks, to merge or consolidate 
with or purchase the assets of another 
bank where the resulting bank is a na¬ 
tional bank, to relocate offices of national 
banks, to convert state-chartered insti¬ 
tutions to national banks, to acquire do¬ 
mestic operating subsidiaries, to exercise 
fiduciary powers, to change corporate 
titles, and in other such cases as the 
Comptroller In his sole discretion shall 
deem appropriate. These procedures 
provide a’ method by which all persons 
interested in the subject matter of such 
applications may present their views. 
Nothing contained herein shall be con¬ 
strued to prevent interested persons from 
presenting their views In a more informal 
manner when deemed appropriate by the 
Comptroller, his deputy, or by the Re¬ 
gional Administrator of National Banks, 
or to prevent the Comptroller or the Re¬ 
gional Administrator from conducting 
such other investigation as may be 
deemed appropriate. The procedures es¬ 
tablished by this Part, other than the 
notice provision of I 5.2a, and written 
comment provision of 5 5.4a. do not apply 
to applications for permission to estab¬ 
lish a CRCT branch, unless the Comp¬ 
troller shall specifically so direct. 

Dated: May 13.1977. 

Robert Bloom. 

Acting Comptroller of 
the Currency. 

I PR Doc .77-15062 Piled 5-25-77:8 .45 ana | 


PART 9—FIDUCIARY POWERS OF NA¬ 
TIONAL BANKS AND COLLECTIVE IN¬ 
VESTMENT FUNDS 

Applications for a Stay or Review of Actions 
of Registered Clearing Agencies 

AOENCY: Comptroller of the Currency. 

ACTION; Final rule. 

SUMMARY: These sections establish 
procedures to be followed by national 
banks which are appealing from an ad¬ 
verse action by a registered clearing 
agency. The banks have had this right of 
appeal for over a year. This Part is in¬ 
tended to provide a specific procedure 
for these appeals. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 28. 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Dean E. Miller. Deputy Comptroller 
for Trust Operations. Comptroller of 
the Currency. Washington. D C. 20219, 
202-447-1731, 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On June 25. 1976, there was published in 
the Federal Register <41 FR 26223> a 
proposal to add new 119.21 and 9.22. 


These sections set procedures for ap¬ 
peals by national banks from adverse ac¬ 
tions of registered clearing agencies. 
They require that requests for stays of 
adverse actions be in writing and include 
a statement as to why a stay should be 
granted. They also establish certain 
formal requirements in connection with 
a subsequent appeal. Interested persons 
were given 30 clays In which to comment 
upon the proposed sections. 

Ono written comment letter was re¬ 
ceived and it found the proposed new 
sections to be in good form, both from a 
technical and administrative standpoint. 

The principal drafter of this document 
was Mr. Dean E. Miller. Deputy Comp¬ 
troller for Trust Operations. The text 
of the new sections were substantially 
the result of a Joint drafting effort by the 
Federal banking agencies and the Se¬ 
curities and Exchange Commission. 

The proposed new sections are hereby 
adopted with minor editorial changes 
and are set forth below. 

Dated: May 17. 1977. 

Robert Bloom. 

Acting Comptroller of 
the Currency. 

§ 9.21 Application a ft*r nta)i of di»r)pli« 
nary Mmction* or nummary •u-pen- 
*ion« impmed by a registered clearing 
agency. 

If any registered clearing agency im¬ 
poses any final disciplinary sanction 
pursuant to section 17A(b) (3) <G> of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934. or sum¬ 
marily suspends or limits or prohibits 
access pursuant to section 17A<b> <5> <C> 
of the Act. any person aggrieved thereby 
for which the Comptroller of the Cur¬ 
rency is the appropriate regulatory 
agency may file with the Comptroller of 
the Currency, by telegram or otherwise, 
a request for a stay of imposition of such 
action. 8uch request shall be in writing 
and shall include a statement as to why 
such stay should be granted. 

§ 9.22 Application* for review of final 
disciplinary sanction*, denial* of par* 
ticipalion, or prohibition* or limita¬ 
tion* of access to ocrvices imposed by 
rcgUtrrcd clearing agencies. 

(a) Proceedings on an application to 
the Comptroller of the Currency under 
section 19<d)<2) of the Securities Ex¬ 
change Act of 1934 for review of any 
final disciplinary sanction, denial or con¬ 
ditioning of participation, or prohibition 
or limitation with respect to access to 
services offered by a registered clearing 
agency shall be governed by this rule. 

<b> An application for review pur¬ 
suant to section 19(d)(2) of the Act 
shall be filed with the Comptroller of the 
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Currency within 30 days after notice 
thereof was filed pursuant to section 19 
(d)(1) of the Act and received by the 
aggrieved person applying for review, or 
within such longer period as the Comp¬ 
troller of the Currency may determine. 
The Comptroller of the Currency shall 
serve a copy of the application on the 
registered clearing agency, which shall, 
within ten days after receipt of the ap¬ 
plication, certify and file with the Como- 
trolier of the Currency one copy of the 
record upon which the action complained 
of was taken, together with three copies 
of an index to such record. The Comp¬ 
troller of the Currency shall serve upon 
the parties copies of such index and any 
papers subsequently filed. 

(c> Within 20 days after receipt of a 
copy of the index, the applicant shall 
file a brief or other statement in support 
of his application which shall state the 
specific grounds on which the applica¬ 
tion is based, the particular findings of 
the registered dealing agency to which 
objection is taken, and the relief sought. 
Any application not perfected by such 
timely brief or statement may be dis¬ 
missed as abandoned. 

(d> Within 20 days after receipt of the 
applicant's brief or statement the clear¬ 
ing agency may file an answer thereto, 
and within 10 days of receipt of any such 
answer the applicant may file a reply. 
Any such papers not filed within the 
time provided by paragraphs <b>. <c> or 
(d) of this section will not be received 
except upon special permission of the 
Comptroller of the Currency. 

(e> On its own motion, the Comptrol¬ 
ler of the Currency may direct that the 
record under review be supplemented 
with such additional evidence as it may 
deem relevant. Nevertheless, the reg¬ 
istered clearing agency and persons who 
may be aggrieved by its action shall be 
obliged to Introduce all evidence that 
they deem relevant in the proceedings 
before the registered clearing agency, 
and no such person shall be entitled to 
introduce additional evidence unless he 
shows to the satisfaction of the Comp¬ 
troller of the Currency that such addi¬ 
tional evidence is material and that there 
were reasonable grounds for his failure 
to Introduce such evidence in such pro¬ 
ceedings. Any request for leave to intro¬ 
duce additional evidence shall be filed 
promptly so as not to delay the disposi¬ 
tion of the proceeding. 

(f> Oral argument before (he Comp¬ 
troller of the Currency or his designated 
representative may be requested by the 
applicant or the registered clearing 
agenev as follows: (1) Bv the aonilcant 
with his brief or statement within 10 
days after receiot of the registered clear¬ 
ing agency's answer, or (2) by the clear¬ 
ing agenev with its answer. The Comp¬ 
troller of the Currency, in Its tJLwetion. 
may grant or denv any reoue«t for oral 
argument and. where it deems It ap¬ 
propriate to do so. the Comptroller of 
the Currency wifi consider an anoficatinn 
on the basis of the papers ffied by the 
parties, without oral argument. 


<Sect» 17A. 19 and 23 of the Securities Ex¬ 
change Act of 1934 <16 UB.C. 78q-l. 78s and 
78w>.) 

[FR Doc. 77-16061 Filed 5-26-77.8:45 ami 


Title 14— Aeronautics and Space 

CHAPTER •—FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

(Docket No.76-CE-28- AD; Arndt .39-2909 J 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

Beech Models F33A. F33C. V35B, A36, 95- 
B55, 95-B55A, E55. E55A. 5a 58A, 
65-B80, C90. E90, 899. A100, B100 
and 200 Airplanes 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion (FAA>. DOT. 

ACTION: Final Rule, amendment to 
existing Airworthiness Directive. 

SUMMARY: AD 76-22-02 require# re¬ 
placement of defective seat belt roller 
adjusters used with inverted M Y M type 
shoulder harnesses installed on various 
Beech model airplanes to correct an un¬ 
safe condition. Some serial numbers of 
these mode] airplanes were omitted from 
the manufacturer's service instructions 
and thus not included In the applicabil¬ 
ity statement of the Airworthiness Di¬ 
rective <AD). This revision makes the 
AD applicable to those omitted airplanes. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 2. 1977. 

ADDRESSES: Beechcraft Service In¬ 
structions No. 0850-313. Rev. I, applica¬ 
ble to this AD. may be obtained from 
Beech Aircraft Corporation. Commercial 
Service Deportment. 9709 East Central. 
Wichita, Kansas 67201. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

William L. Schroeder. Aerospace Engi¬ 
neer, Engineering and Manufacturing 
Branch, FAA, Central Region, 601 East 
12th Street, Kansas City. Mo. 64106. 
Telephone: 816-374-3446. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
AD 76-22-02 < Amendment 39-2755) was 
issued October 21, 1976 and published in 
the Federal Register on November 1. 
1976 <41 FR 47911. 47912). effective No¬ 
vember 4. 1976. This AD requires re¬ 
placement of defective seat belt roller 
adjusters used with inverted “Y" type 
shoulder harnesses Installed on certain 


serial numbers of Beech Models F33A 
F33C. V35B. A36. 95-B55, 95-B55A, E55 
E55A. 58. 58A. 65-B80. C90. E90. m, 
A100. B 100, and 200 airplanes in accord¬ 
ance with Beechcraft Service Instruc¬ 
tions No. 0850-313. This action was taken 
to prevent a seat belt from slowly releas¬ 
ing tension during normal usage, which 
if unnoticed by the occupant could mull 
in injury to him during those times when 
he is relying on the scat belt for safety 
AD 76-22-02 was made applicable to 
those serial numbers of Beech model air¬ 
planes listed in the manufacturer's serv¬ 
ice instructions. Subsequent to the issu¬ 
ance of the AD reports were received 
establishing that the defective seat belt 
roller adjusters were installed or air¬ 
planes other than those Included in the 
manufacturer's service Instructions and 
In the applicability statement of the AD 
Accordingly, this revision is necessary to 
make AD 76-22-02 applicable to those 
omitted airplanes. In addition. Beech- 
croft Service Instructions No. 0850-313. 
Rev I, has been Issued and Includes the 
omitted airplanes. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
immediate adoption of this regulation, it 
Is found that notice and public proce¬ 
dure hereon are impracticable and con¬ 
trary to the public interest and good 
cause exists for making the amendment 
effective in less than thirty (30) days 
after the date of publication in the Fu- 
riuL Register. 

Drafting Information 
The principal authors of this document 
are William L. 8chroeder, Flight Stand¬ 
ards Division. Central Region, and John 
L. Fitsgerald. Jr.. Office of the Regional 
Counsel, Central Region. 

Adoption of the Amendment 
Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator 
14 CFR 9 11.89. 1 39.13 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR §3913). 
Amendment 39-2755 <41 FR 47911, 

47912). AD 76-22-02, is further amended 
as follows: 

1 Revise the applicability statement 
so that it now reads as follows: 

Breen Applies to the airplane models and 
aerial numbers listed below baring in¬ 
verted **Y~ type shoulder hirncwi in¬ 
stalled. except those airplanes that bare 
previously complied with AD 76-23-03 
(Amendment 39-2756) : 


Models Serial No. 

F3SA -- CR-490 through CE 833 

F33C -.. CJ-49 through CJ-120 

V35B - D 9582 through D-8861 

A36 --- E 515 through E-824 

95 B55 and 95-B55A _ ▼ TC-1663 through TC-1046 

F.55 and E55A . TE-968 through TE-1077. 

58 and 58A -.- TH-425 through TH-732. 

65-B80 .... LD-477 through LD-505 

COO ....-- U-626 through LJ 682 and LJ-884. 

.—. LW-93 through LW-171. LW-173, LW-174. and LW-U* 

BW ... U-157 through U-164. 

A100 --- B-199 through B-226. 

B100 --- BE-1 through BF 7. 

200 __ BB-7, BB-8. BB-12. BB-18 through BB-87. BB 89 

through BB 128. BB 130 through BB-138 
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2 Revise the compliance statement so 
that tt now reads as follows: 

Compliance: Required »§ Indicated, unless 
Mdy accomplUhed In accordance with AD 
79 - 22-02 , Amendment 39-2755). 

To prerent slippage during normal use of 
the lap belt assembly installed with the In- 
nrtrti -Y” type ahoulder harness, within 
100 hours’ time In service after the effective 
date of thia AD. accomplish the following 
la accordance with Beechcraft Service In- 
Uructions No 0850-313. Rev. I. or later ap¬ 
proved revision*: 

This amendment becomes effective 

June 2, 1977. 

rsaca. 313(a). 601 and 603 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1058, as amended, <49 UB.C. 
13541 * 1 . 1421 and 1423): Sec. 6(0 Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation Act <49 U.8.C 1655 
<c)); Sec. 11 89 of the Federal Aviation Regu¬ 
lation* (14 CFR I 1189).) 

Sent —The FAA has determined that thl* 
document does not oontaln a major proposal 
requiring preparation of an Economic Impact 
Statement under Executive Order 11821. as 
Kneaded by Executive Order 11949. and OMB 
Circular A- 107. 

Issued m Kansas City. Mo., on May 16. 

1977. 

C. R. Melugin, Jr.. 
Director . Central Region. 

|FR Doc.77-14803 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 am| 


(Airspace Docket No. 76 RM 26| 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS. AREA LOW ROUTES. CON- 
TROLLED AIRSPACE. AND REPORTING 

POINTS 

Designation of Duchesne, Utah, Transition 

Area 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion < FAA * . DOT. 

ACTION Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This rule designates a 1200 
toot transition area at Duchesne. Utah, 
to provide controlled airspace for air¬ 
craft executing a new Instrument 
Jpproach procedure to the Duche&ne. 
Utah. Municipal Airport, based on the 
My ton, Utah. VORTAC. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 11.1977. 

FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Clyde A Powers. Airspace Specialist. 
Operations, Procedures and Airspace 
Branch. ARM-538. Federal Aviation 
Administration. Rocky Mountain Re¬ 
gion, 10455 East 25th Avenue, Aurora. 
Colorado 80010; telephone 303-837- 
3937. 

SUPPL EMENTARY INFORMATION: A 
notice of proposed rulemaking <NPRM> 
*** Published In the Federal Register 
w Thursday. March 24. 1977, <42 FR 
15916) which described the proposed 
jAichesne. Utah, transition area as 

follows. 

Duchksxx. Utah 

rJ? ia L* lrBp,lcc «*t«ndlng upward from 1200 
/U J"* 0 ** the surface within 8 miles north 
r? ® mlIe * south of the 089'T and 268*T 
Lr? 141 * extending from 14 mUea east to 14 
west of the Myton VORTAC. 


Subsequent to the publication of this 
NPRM in the Federal Register on March 
24. 1977, it was noted that the proposed 
Duchesne. Utah, transition area descrip¬ 
tion was erroneous and should be 
corrected as follows: 

Duchesne, Utah 

That airspace extending upward from 1200 
feet above the surface within 8 miles north 
and 6 mUes south of the Myton. Utah, 
VORTAC 104*T and 283 *T radUUs extending 
from 14 miles east to 14 miles west of the 
VORTAC. 


No objections were received in response 
to the proposed Duchesne, Utah, transi¬ 
tion area described in the NPRM pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on March 
24, 1977. Since the above described cor¬ 
rections to this proposed transition area 
are minor in nature and places no burden 
on the public, notice and public pro¬ 
cedure thereon is unnecessary. Except 
for editorial changes and the corrected 
radiais. this amendment is the same as 
proposed in the notice. 

The principal authors of this document 
are Clyde A. Powers. Air Traffic Service, 
and Daniel J. Peterson, Regional Counsel. 

Accordingly. 4 71.181 of Part 71 o f the 
Federal Aviation Regulations <14 CFR 
71.181) is amended, effective August 11. 
1977. by adding the following new transi¬ 
tion area: 

Ducheshe. Utah 


That airspace extending upward from 1200 
feet above the surface within 8 mile* north 
and 6 miles south of the 104 and 283 T 
radial* extending from 14 miles east to 14 
miles west of the Myton VORTAC. 

(Sec. 307<a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 as 
Amended (49 UJB.C. 1348); sec. 6(c). Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation Act (49 UB.C. 
1655(c)),) 

Note. —The Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion has determined that this document docs 
not contain a major proposal requiring 
preparation of an Economic Impact State¬ 
ment under Executive Order 11821, as 
amended by Executive Order 11949. and OMB 
Circular A-107. 


Issued in Aurora. Colo., on May 18. 
1977. 


M. M. Martin, 

Director . Rocky Mountain Region. 

(FR Doc.77-15034 Filed 5-25-77;8:45 am| 


SUBCHAPTER F—AIR TRAFFIC AND GENERAL 
OPERATING RULES 

(Docket No. 16824. Amdt. No. 1074) 

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH PROCEDURES 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion < FAA >, DOT. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This amendment estab¬ 
lishes. amends, suspends, or revokes 
Standard Instrument Approach Proce¬ 
dures (SIAPs > for operations at certain 
airports. These regulatory actions are 
needed because of the adoption of new 
or revised criteria, or because of changes 
occurring in the National Airspace Sys¬ 
tem. such as the commissioning of new 


navigational facilities, addition of new 
obstacles, or changes in air traffic re¬ 
quirements. These changes are designed 
to provide safe and efficient use of the 
navigable airspace and to promote safe 
flight operations under instrument flight 
rules at the affected airports. 

DATE: An effective date for each 
SLAP is specified in the amendatory 
provisions. 

ADDRE3S: Availability of matters incor¬ 
porated by reference in the amendment 
is as follows: 

For Examination 

1. FAA Rules Docket, FAA Headquar¬ 
ters Building. 800 Independence Avenue 
SW„ Washington, D.C. 20591; 

2. The FAA Regional Office of the re¬ 
gion in which the affected airport is 
located; or 

3. The Flight Inspection Field Office 
which originated the SLAP. 

For Purchase 

Individual SIAP copies may be ob¬ 
tained from: 

1. FAA Public Information Center 
< APA-430), FAA Headquarters Building, 
800 Independence Avenue SW., Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20591; or 

2. The FAA Regional Office of the re¬ 
gion in which the affected airport is 
located 

By Subscription 

Copies of all SIAPs. mailed weekly, may 
-be ordered from Superintendent of Docu¬ 
ments. UB. Government Printing Office. 
Washington, D.C. 20402. The current an¬ 
nual subscription price is $150; add $30 
for each additional copy mailed to the 
same address. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

William L. Bersch, Flight Procedures 
and Airspace Branch (AFS-730). Air¬ 
craft Programs Division, Flight Stand¬ 
ards Service, Federal Aviation Admin¬ 
istration, 800 Independence Avenue 
8W., Washington. D.C. 20591; tele¬ 
phone 202-426-8277. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
This amendment to Part 97 of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations <14 CFR Part 
97) prescribes new. amended, suspended, 
or revoked Standard Instrument Ap¬ 
proach Procedures (SIAPs). The com¬ 
plete regulatory description of each 
81AP is contained in official FAA form 
documents which are Incorporated by 
reference in this amendment under 5 
U.8.C. 552(a). 1 CFR Part 51, and I 97 20 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(FARs). The applicable FAA forms are 
identified as FAA Forms 8260-3, 8260-4 
and 8260-5. Materials incorporated by 
reference are available for examination 
or purchase as stated above. 

The large number of SIAPs. their com¬ 
plex nature, and the need for a special 
format make their verbatim publication 
in the Federal Register expensive and 
impractical. Further, airmen do not use 
the regulatory text of the SIAPs but 
refer to their graphic depiction on charts 
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printed by publishers of aeronautical 
materials. Thus, the advantages of In¬ 
corporation by reference are realized and 
publication of the complete description 
of each SIAP contained in FAA form 
document is unnecessary. The provisions 
of this amendment state the affected 
CFR (and FAR) sections, with the types 
and effective dates of the SIAPs. This 
amendment also identifies the airport its 
location, the procedure identification 
and the amendment number. 

This amendment to Part 97 is effective 
on the date of publication and contains 
separate SIAPs which have compliance 
dates stated as effective dates based on 
related changes in the National Aero¬ 
space System or the application of new 
or revised criteria, 8ome SIAP amend¬ 
ments may have been previously Issued 
by the FAA In a National Flight Data 
Center <FDC> Notice to Airmen 
»NOTAM> as an emergency action of 
immediate flight safety relating directly 
to published aeronautical charts. The 
circumstances which created the need 
for some SIAP amendments may require 
making them effective In less than 30 
days. For the remaining SIAPs, an effec¬ 
tive date at least 30 days after publica¬ 
tion Ls provided 

Further, the SIAPs contained in this 
amendment are based on the criteria 
contained in the U.8. Standard for Ter¬ 
minal Instrument Approach Procedures 
fTERPS). In developing these SIAPs, 
the TER PS criteria were applied to the 
conditions existing or anticipated at the 
affected airports. Because of the close 
and immediate relationship between 
these SIAPs and safety in air commerce, 
I find that notice and public procedure 
before adopting these SIAPs la unneces¬ 
sary. impracticable, or contrary to the 
public interest and, where applicable, 
that good cause exists for making some 
8IAPs effective in less than 30 days. 

The principal authors of this docu¬ 
ment are Rudolph L. Fiorettl. Flight 
Standards Service, and Richard W Dnn- 
forth. Office of the Chief Counsel. 

Adoption or the Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me. Part 97 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 97) 
is amended by establishing, amending, 
suspending, or revoking Standard In¬ 
strument Approach Procedures, effective 
on the dates specified, as follows: 

1. By amending 5 97.23 VOR-VOR/ 
DME SIAPs identified as follows: 

• • • Effective August 11, 1977: 

Wenatche#. WA—Pangborn Field, VOR-A, 

Arndt. 3 

Wenatchee. WA—Pang born Field. VOR-B. 

Arndt 8 

• • • Effective July 14. 1977: 

Santa Monica. CA—Bant* Monica Muni 

VOR-A. Arndt. 4 

Sant a Monica. CA—’Santa Monica Mtinl. 

VOR Rwy 8. Arndt. 7 

• • • Effective July 7. 1977: 

Bessemer. AL—Basaemer, VOR Rwy ft. Origi¬ 
nal 

Bfwmw. AL—Beaeemar. VOR DME Rwy ft. 

Original, cancelled 


Miami, PL—Miami International. VOR Rwy 
12. Arndt. 22 

Miami. FL—Miami International. VOR Rwy 
30. Arndt, ft 

Saraaota (Bradenton).FL—Sarasota-Braden¬ 
ton, VOR Rwy 22. Admt. ft 

Hilo. HI—General Lyman Field. VOR Rwy 2d, 
Arndt. 3 

Hilo, in—Oencral Lyman Field. VOR^DME 
Rwy 2d (TAC) Original 

HUo, HI—Oencral Lyman Field, VOR'DMK- 
A. Original 

Hilo, HI—General Lyman Field. VORTAC 
Rwy 2d. Arndt. 3. cancelled 

HUo, HI—General Lyman Field, VORTAC-A, 
Arndt. 1, cancelled 

Ithaca, NY—Tompkins County. VOR Rwy 14 
Arndt. 10 

North Myrtle Beach, SC—Grand Strand. VOR 
Rwy ft. Arndt . 13 

North Myrtle Beach. SC—Orand Strand. VOR 
Rwy 23. Arndt. 14 

Orangeburg. SC—Orangeburg. VOR Rwy 4. 
Orlg 

Culpeper. VA—Culpeper Municipal, VOR-A. 
Arndt. 2 


• • • Effective May 17, 1977: 

Annette Island. AK—Annette Island. VOR 
TAC Rwy 30, Arndt 7 

Annette Island, AK—Annette Island. VOR 
TAC-A, Arndt. 8 

2. By amending 5 97.25 SDF-LOC-LDA 
8 IAPs identified as follows: 

• • • Effective August 11. 1977: 

San Diego. CA—Ollleaple Field. LOC-D Arndt 

4 

• • • Effective July 7. 1977: 

SariUfOta (Bradenton). FL—Baraeota-Braden- 
ton. LOC/DMX <BC) Rwy 13, Am&t 1 
Greenville. NO—Pltt-Oreenvllie. SDF Rwy 19. 
Arndt 1 

• • • Effective June 16. 1977: 

Baton Rouge, LA—Ryan. LOC Rwy 22, Origi¬ 
nal 

3. By amending 5 97 27 NDB/ADF 
SIAPs identified as follow: 

• • * Effective July 7. 1977: 

OreenvlUe. NC—Pttt-OreenviUo, NOB Rwy 
19. Arndt. 7 

North Myrtle Beach. SC—Orand Strand, HDB 
Rwy 23. Amdi. ft 

Orangeburg. SC—Orangeburg. NDB-A. Arndt 
ft 

• • • Effective June 30. 1977: 

Anahuac. TX—Chambers County. NOB Rwy 
30. Original 

• • • Effective May 17. 1977: 

Annette Island, AK—Annette Island. NDB-B. 
Arndt. 9 

KetchUcan. AK—Ketchikan. NDB/DMZ Rwy 
11, Arndt. 2 

4 By amending 5 97 29 XL8-ML8 
SIAPs identified as follows: 

• • • Effective July 14, 1977: 

Dnllaa-Ft Worth, TX —Dallas-Ft Worth Re¬ 
gional. IL8 Rwy 17L, Arndt 6 
Dallas-Ft Worth. TX—Dallas-Ft. Worth Re¬ 
gional. IT>8 Rwy 1TR. Arndt ft 
Dallas-Ft. Worth, TX—Dallas-Ft Worth Re¬ 
gional. IL8 Rwy 31R, Arndt 2 
Dallaa-Ft Worth. TX—Dallas-Ft Worth Re¬ 
gional. ILS Rwy 3ftL. Arndt ft 
Dal Id* -Ft Worth, TX—Dallas-Ft. Worth Re¬ 
gional, ILS Rwy 36R. Arndt. 0 

• • • Effective July 7. 1977: 

Hilo. HI—General Lyman Field. ILS Rwy 2ft. 
Amdt. 3 


Ithaca. NY—Tompkins County. ILS Rwy 32. 
Amdt. 1 

North Myrtle Beach, SC—Grand Strand, Hg 
Rwy 23. Amdt. 2 

• • • Effective May 17, 1977 

Ketchikan. AK—Ketchikan, ILS DMK-1. 
Rwy 11, Amdt. 1 

Raleigh. NC—Ralelgh-Durham, ILS Rwy & 
Amdt 18 

• • • Effective May 13. 1977: 

Los Angeles. CA—Los Angeles International. 
ILS Rwy 24R. Amdt. 11 

(Secs. 307, 313(a). 601. and 1110. Fedeal 
Avtatton Act of 1968 ( 49 UB.O. I34ft. I3ft4(a), 
1421. and 1610): sec. fl(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 US-C. lftftft(c)); 
Delegation: 24 FR 6662 and Paragraph 803 
of Order F8 P 1100.1, as amended March I, 
1973 > 

Nor*.—The Federal Avtatlou Admlniitn- 
Uon has determined that this document doe\ 
not contain a major proposal requiring 
preparation of an Economic Impact State¬ 
ment under Executive Order 11821. u 
amended by Executive Order 11949, and OMB 
Circular A-107. 

Issued in Washington. D.C.. on May 20. 
1977. 

James M. Vines. 

Chief. Aircraft Program i Division 

Note —The Incorporation by reference in 
the preceding document was approved by the 
Director of the Federal Register on May 11 
I960. 

|FR Doc.77-15033 FUed 6-25-77:8:45 am| 


Title IS—Commercial Practices 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 


| Docket No. C-2882J 


PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE PRAC 
TICES, ANO AFFIRMATIVE CORRECTIVE 
ACTIONS 


Atlantic Richfield Co. 


AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission 
ACTION: Order to cease and desist 

SUMMARY: This consent order require 
a Los Angeles, Calif., manufacturer and 
•marketer of petroleum products, anions 
other things to cease failing to furnish 
credit card customers with periodic 
statements setting forth credit balances, 
falling to notify customers of their right 
to request and receive cash refunds o» 
such credit balances: failing to prow 
prescribed disclosure statements with 
credit balance notifications: and failing 
to make proper refunds as detailed in 
the order. 

DATE: Comolaint and order Issued 
April 27. 1977. 1 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Lewis H. Gotdf&rb, (acting) Assistant 
Director for Special Statutes. Bureau 
of Consumer Protection. Federal Trade 
Commission. 6th it Pennsylvania Any 
NW.. Washington. DC. 20560. 202- 
724-1139. 


* CopJen of the Comolaint and the Oeei* 
elan and Order filed with the original doc¬ 
ument 
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SLTPI*£MENTARY INFORMATION: 
On Thursday, February 17. 1977. there 
vras published In the Federal Register 
(42 FR 9722) a proposed consent agree¬ 
ment with analysis In the Matter of 
Atlantic Richfield Company, a corpo¬ 
ration. for the purpose of soliciting public 
comment. Interested parties were given 
sixty ♦ 60» days in which to submit com¬ 
ments, suggestions, or objections regard¬ 
ing the proposed form of order. 


No comments haring been received, 
the Commission has ordered the Issuance 
of the complaint In the form contem¬ 
plated by the agreement, made its Juris¬ 
dictional findings and entered Its order 
to cease and desist, as set forth In the 
proposed consent agreement. In disposi¬ 
tion of this proceeding 

The prohibited trade practices and/or 
corrective actions, an codified under 16 
CFR. are as follows: 

Subpart—Corrective Actions and/or 
Requirements: f 13533 Corrective ac¬ 
tions and/or requirements: 13.533-20 
Disclosures; 13.533-45 Maintain rec¬ 
ords. 13 533—55 Refunds, rebates and / 
or credits. Subpart—Delaying or With¬ 
holding Corrections. Adjustments or Ac¬ 
tion Owed: § 13 675 Delaying or with¬ 
holding correction*, adjustments or ac¬ 
tion owed. Subpart—Neglecting. Unfairly 
or Deceptively, to Make Material Disclo¬ 
sure: 9 13.1895 Scientific or other rele¬ 
vant facts. 


tSec S 3* BUt 73! (16 US C 46 >. Interpret 

USC^M T* * 38 Stat 7I8 ‘ ** amended f16 


John F. Due an. 
Acting Secretary . 
|FR Doc 77-14978 Piled 6 26-77:8.45 am | 


(Docket No. 0-2873] 

* A r,L i 3 —« >W>H,8rrE0 TRADC PRAC- 
ACTIONS* 0 AfT,RMATtVE CORRECTIVE 


Carte Blanche Corp. 

AQENCY • PcderAl Trade Commission 
ACTION: Order to cease and desist. 

SUMMARY: This consent order requir 
•U* Angeles. CaUf. credit card compai 
fading to furnish c us tome 
P T l . odlc statements setting for 
«edlt balances; falling to notify cu 
mers of their right to request and r 
fwve such cash refunds of such cred 
"dances: fading to proside present* 
otectosure statements with credit balan, 
notification*: and failing to make prop 
Wunds as detailed In the order. 

^ A ^_.. Coln PhUnt and order Issued Api 


^p. r FURTHER INFORMATION CON- 

H. Goldfarb. (acting) Assistant 
t)irector for Special Statutes. Bureau 
w Consumer Protection. Federal Trade 
commission 6 th and Pennsylvania 
, n * RW - Washington. DC 20580. 
202-724-1139. 

sn/eEIf’ 01 th * Complstm and the Ttecuiton 
with the on gin el document. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On Thursday. February 17. 1977. there 
was published in the Federal Register 
(42 FR 9717> a proposed consent agree¬ 
ment with analysis In the matter of 
Carte Blanche Corporation, a corpora¬ 
tion. for the purpose of soliciting public 
comment. Interested parties were given 
sixty <60) days iu which to submit com¬ 
ments. suggestions, or objections regard¬ 
ing the proposed form of order. 

No comments having been received, the 
Commission has ordered the issuance of 
the complaint In the form contemplated 
by the agreement, rqade it* jurisdictional 
findings and entered its order to cease 
and desist, as set forth In the proposed 
consent agreement, in disposition of this 
proceeding. 

The prohibited trade practices and/or 
corrective actions, as codified under 16 
CFR. are a* follows: 

Subpart—Corrective Action* and/or 
Requirements: I 13 533 Corrective ac¬ 
tions and/or requirements: 13.533-20 
Disclosures: 13.533-45 Maintain rec¬ 
ords: 13.533-55 Refunds, rebates, and/ 
or credits. Subpart—Delaying or With¬ 
holding Corrections. Adjustment* or Ac¬ 
tion Owed: 1 13.675 Delaying or with¬ 
holding corrections, adjustments or ac¬ 
tion owed. Subpart—Neglecting. Unfairly 
or Deceptively, to Make Material Dis¬ 
closure : $ 13.1895 Scientific or other 
relevant facts. 

(Sec 6.38 Stat 731. (1 SUSjC 46) Interpret* 
or nppliee sec 6, 38 Stat. 719. ai amended. (16 
U S.C. 45) .) 

John F Dugan. 

Acting Secretary, 

I FR Doc.77-14979 Filed 5-25-77;8 1 45 am | 


(Docket No. C 2881] 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE PRAC 
TICES, AND AFFIRMATIVE ’CORRECTIVE 
ACTIONS 

City Stores Co. 

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission. 
ACTION: Order to cease and desist. 

SUMMARY : This consent order requires 
a New York Cltv retailer, among other 
things, to cease failing to furnish cus¬ 
tomers with periodic statement* setting 
forth credit balances: falling to notify 
customer* of their right to request and 
receive cash refunds of such credit bal¬ 
ances; failing to provide prescribed dis¬ 
closure statement* with credit balance 
notifications: and failing to make proper 
refunds as detailed in the order. 

DATES: Complaint and order issued 
April 27, 1977.' 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Lewis H. Ooldfarb. (acting) Assistant 
Director for Special Statutes. Bureau 
of Consumer Protection. Federal Trade 
ComralvMon, 6th and Pennylvania 
Ave. NW.. Washington. DC. 20580. 
202-724-1139 


SUPPLEMENTARYY INFORMATION: 
On Thursday. February 17. 1977, there 
was published in the Federal Register 
(42 FR 9720) a proposed consent agree¬ 
ment with analysis In the Matter of City 
Stores Company, a corporation, for the 
purpose of soliciting public comment. 
Interested parties were given sixty (60) 
days in w’hich to submit comments, sug¬ 
gestion*. or objections regarding the 
proposed form of order. 

No comment* having been received, 
the Commission ha* ordered the issuance 
of the complaint In the form contem¬ 
plated bv the agreement, made It* Juris¬ 
dictional findings and entered it* order 
to cease and desist, a* set forth in the 
proposed consent agreement, in disposi¬ 
tion of this proceeding. 

The prohibited trade practice* and/or 
corrective actions, as codified under 16 
CFR. are as follows: 

Sabpart—Corrective Actions and/or 
Requirements: 9 13.533 Corrective ac¬ 
tions and/or requirement*; 13533-20 
Disclosures; 13 533-45 Maintain rec¬ 
ords; 13.533-55 Refunds, rebates, and' 
or credit*. Subpart—Delaying or With¬ 
holding Correction*. Adjustment* or Ac¬ 
tion Owed: 9 13.675 Delaying or with¬ 
holding correction*, adjustments or ac¬ 
tion owed. Subpart—Neglecting. Un¬ 
fairly or Deceptively, to Moke Material 
Disclosure: 9 13 1895 Scientific or other 
relevant facts. 

(Sec. 6. 38 8t*t. 721: (15 US C. 46). Inter¬ 
prets or applies sec 5. 38 Stat. 719. as 
amended: (16 U S.C. 45). 

John F. Dugan. 

Acting Secretary. 

|FR Doc.77-14960 Filed 5-25-77; 8 4* am] 


1 Docket C-2878) 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE PRAC¬ 
TICES. AND AFFIRMATIVE CORRECTIVE 
ACTIONS 

Th« Dinars' Club, Inc, 

AOENCY: Federal Trade Commission. 
ACTION: Order to cease and desist. 
SUMMARY: This consent order requires, 
among other thing*, a New York City 
credit card company to cease failing to 
furnish customers with periodic state¬ 
ments setting forth credit balances; fall¬ 
ing to notify customers of their right to 
request and receive cash refunds of such 
credit balances; failing to provide pre¬ 
scribed disclosure statements with credit 
balance notification*; and failing to make 
proper refunds as detailed in the order. 

DATE: Complaint and order issued 
April 27. 1977/ 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 


* Ooniei of the Comolaint and the Decision ' Copies of the Complaint, and the Decision 
and Order tiled with the original document, and Order filed with the original document 
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Lewis H. Goldfarb, (acting) Assistant 
Director for Special Statutes. Bureau 
of Consumer Protection. Federal Trade 
Commission, 6th & Pennsylvania Avo., 
NW„ Washington. DC. 20580. 202- 
724-1139. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On Thursday. February 17. 1977. there 
was published in the Federal Register 
(42 FR 9715) a proposed consent agree¬ 
ment with analysis In the Matter of The 
Diners* Club. Inc., a corporation, for the 
purpose of soliciting public comment. 
Interested parties were given sixty (60) 
days in which to submit comments, sug¬ 
gestions. or objections regarding the pro¬ 
posed form of order. 

No comments having been received, the 
Commission has ordered the issuance of 
the complaint in the form contemplated 
by the agreement, made its jurisdictional 
findings and entered its order to cease 
and desist, as set forth in the proposed 
consent agreement, In disposition of this 
proceeding. 

The prohibited trade practices and'or 
corrective actions, as codified under 16 
CFR. arc as follows: 

Subpart—Corrective Actions and/or 
Requirements: 1 13.533 Corrective ac¬ 
tions and/or requirements; 9 13.533-20 
Disclosures; 1 13.533-45 Maintain rec¬ 
ords; 9 13.533-55 Refunds, rebates and/ 
or credits. Subpart—Delaying or With¬ 
holding Corrections, Adjustments or Ac¬ 
tion Owed: 9 13.675 Delaying or with¬ 
holding corrections, adjustments or ac¬ 
tion owed. Subpart—Neglecting, Unfairly 
or Deceptively, to Make Material Dis¬ 
closure: 9 13.1895 Scientific or other rel¬ 
evant facts. 

(Sec. 6. 38 Slat. 721 (10 U.8.C. 46). Interpret# 
or applies *ec 5. 38 Stat 719, as amended (16 
U.8.C. 45).) 

John F. Dugan, 
Acting Secretary, 

[FR Doc 77-14981 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 am) 


w [Docket C-28801 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE PRAC¬ 
TICES. AND AFFIRMATIVE CORRECTIVE 
ACTIONS 

Federated Department Stores. Inc. 
AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission. 
ACTION: Order to cease and desist. 

SUMMARY: This consent order requires 
a Cincinnati, Ohio, retailer, among other 
things to cease falling to furnish cus¬ 
tomers with periodic statements setting 
forth credit balances; failing to notify 
customers of their right to request and 
receive cash refunds of such credit bal¬ 
ances; failing to provide prescribed dis¬ 
closure statements with credit balance 
notifications; and falling to make proper 
refunds as detailed in the order. 

DATE: Complaint and order issued 
April 27. 1977.‘ 


‘Copie* at the Complaint ard the Deci¬ 
sion and Order filed with the original doc¬ 
ument. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Lewis H. Goldfarb, (acting) Assistant 
Director for Special Statutes. Bureau 
of Consumer Protection. Federal Trade 
Commission. 6th and Pennsylvania 
Avc. NW.. Washington. DC. 20580. 
202-724-1139. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On Thursday, Feb. 17. 1977. there was 
published in the Federal Register (42 
FR 9719) a proposed consent agreement 
with analysis In the matter of Federated 
Department 8tores, Inc., a corporation, 
for the purpose of soliciting public com¬ 
ment. Interested parties were given sixty 
(60) days in which to submit comments, 
suggestions, or objections regarding the 
proposed form of order. No comments 
having been received, the Commission 
has ordered the issuance of the complaint 
in the form contemplated by the agree¬ 
ment. made its jurisdictional findings 
and entered its qrder to cease and desist, 
as set forth in the proposed consent 
agreement, in disposition of this pro¬ 
ceeding. 

The prohibited trade practices and 'or 
corrective actions, as codified under 16 
CFR 13. are as follows: 

Subpart—Corrective Actions and/or 
Requirements: 9 13J>33 Corrective ac¬ 
tions and/or requirements: 13 533-20 
Disclosures: 13.533-45 Maintain rec¬ 
ords: 13.533-55 Refunds, rebates and/ 
or credits. Subpart—Delaying or With¬ 
holding Corrections, Adjustments or Ac¬ 
tion Owed: 9 13.675 Delaying or with¬ 
holding corrections, adjustments or ac¬ 
tion owed Subpart—Neglecting, Unfairly 
or Deceptively, to Make Material Disclo¬ 
sure: 9 13.1895 Scientific or other rele¬ 
vant facts. 

(8*c. fl, 38 Stat. 721 (15 USC. 48) Inter¬ 
pret# or tppllea sec. 5, 38 8tat 719, as 
amended (15US.C 45).) 

John F. Dugan, 
Acting Secretary . 
[FR Doc.77-14082 Filed 0-25-77:8:45 am) 


| Docket C-28831 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE PRAC 
ACTIONS^ AFF,RMAT,YE CORRECTIVE 


Globe Newspaper Co,. Inc. 
AGENCY; Federal Trade Commission. 
ACTION: Order to cease and desist. 

SUMMARY: This consent order, among 
other things, requires a Dorchester, 
Mass , newspaper publisher to cease mis¬ 
representing the role, identity, and pur¬ 
pose of telephone solicitors; falling to 
disclose the amount of charitable dona¬ 
tions it will make in exchange for the 
purchase of newspaper subscriptions; 
and placing in the hands of others the 
means and instrumentalities by which 
the public may be deceived. Further, the 
firm is required to donate $70,000 to the 
St. Jude Research Hospital; maintain 
files containing Inquiries and complaints 
relating to proscribed practices; and in¬ 


stitute a surveillance program designed 
to insure solicitors’ compliance with the 
terms of the order. 

DATE: Complaint and order issued Anril 
29. 1977.* 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Lewis H. Goldfarb, (acting) Assistant 

Director for Special Statutes, Bureau 

of Consumer Protection, Federal Trade 

Commission. 6th and Pennsylvania 

Ave., NW.. Washington. DC. 20580 

202-724-1139. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On Wednesday. February 23. 1977. there 
was published in the Federal Reg ism 
(42 FR 10741) a proposed consent agree¬ 
ment with analysis In the Matter of 
Globe Newspaper Co.. Inc., a corporation, 
for the purpose of soliciting public com¬ 
ment. Interested parties were given Mxty 
(60) days in which to submit comments, 
suggestions, or objections regarding the 
proposed form of order. 

No comments having.been received, the 
Commission has ordered the Issuance of 
the complaint in the form contemplated 
by the agreement, made its jurisdictional 
findings, and entered its order to cease 
and desist, as set forth In the proposed 
consent agreement. In disposition of this 
proceeding. 

The prohibited trade practices and or 
corrective actloas, as codified under 18 
CFR. are os follows: 

8ubpart—Advertising Falsely or Mis¬ 
leadingly: 9 13.15 Business status, ad¬ 
vantages or connections; 9 13.15-5 Ad¬ 
vertising and promotional services; 113.- 
15-30 Connections or arrangements 
with others; 9 13.15-225 Personnel or 
staff; 9 13 42 Connection of others with 
goods; 9 13.155 Prices; 9 13.155-95 
Terms and conditions; 13.160 Promo¬ 
tional sales plans; 9 13.205 Scientific or 
other relevant facts; 9 13.260 Terms 
and conditions. Subpart —Corrective Ac¬ 
tions and/or Requirements: 9 13 533 
Corrective actions and/or requirements; 
9 13.533-20 Disclosures: I 13.533-45 

Maintain records; 9 13.533-45(0 Com¬ 
plaints; 9 13.533-55 Refunds, rebates, 
and/or credits. Subpart^—Fallim, to 
Maintain Records: 4 13.1051 Failing to 
maintain records. Subpart —Furnishing 
Means and Instrumentalities of Misrep¬ 
resentation or Deception: 9 13 1055 Fur¬ 
nishing means and .instrumentalities of 
misrepresentation or deception Sub¬ 
part—Misrepresenting Oneself and 
Goods—Business Status. Advantages, or 
Connections: 9 13.1395 Connections and 
arrangements with others; 9 131520 
Personnel or staff — Promotional Sale* 
Plans: 9 13.1830 Promotional sales 

plans. Subpart — Neglecting, Unfairly or 
Deceptively, to Make Material Disclo¬ 
sure: 9 13.1882 Prices; 9 13.1895 Sci¬ 
entific or other relevant facts; 9 13 1905 
Terms and conditions. Subpart —Offering 


1 Copies of the Comnlslnt end the Deci'lo® 
and Order filed with the original document 
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Unisiir. Improper, and Deceptive Induce¬ 
ment* to Purchase or Deal: 4 13.2063 
Scientific or other relevant facts: 4 13.- 
20 ft 0 Terms and conditions. Subpart— 
Securing Orders by Deception , 113.2170 
Securing orders by deception. 

iSt* 6 33 stac 721 (IB CS C. 4t ). Interpret 
«r appUM mc. A. 28 Stmt. 719. as amended 
HSU AC. 4*1) 

John F Dug an. 
Acting Secretary. 

IPS Doc .77-14983 Filed 5-25-77:8.45 am) 


Tide 72 —Foreign Relations 

CHAPTER II—AGENCY FOR INTERNA 
T10NAL DEVELOPMENT. DEPARTMENT 

OF STATE 

PART 214— ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
MANAGEMENT 

AGENCY: Agency for International De¬ 
velopment. 

ACTION: Notice of Amendment to AID 
Regulation 14. Advisory Committee Man¬ 
agement. 22 CFR, Part 214 

SUMMARY: This notice announces cer¬ 
tain amendments to AID Regulation 14. 
Advisory Committee Management. Title 
22. Code of Federal Regulations. Chapter 
IL Part 214, which was last published in 
it 6 entirety in the Federal Register of 
August 7. 1875, 40 FR 33205. These 
changes are required because of a re¬ 
cently effective amendment to the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 10. 1877. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT; 

Richard F. Calhoun. AID Advisory 
Committee Management Officer. 
Agency for International Development. 
Department of State. Washington. D.C. 
20523 • 202-632-8726 > . 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Section 10<d) of the Pederal Advisory 
Committee Act (Pub L. 82-463) provides 
that a meeting of a Federal advisory com¬ 
mittee may be dosed to the public if the 
head of the agency to which the advisory 
committee reports determines that cer¬ 
tain circumstance! exist which justify 
dosing the meeting. In the past the cir¬ 
cumstances justifying the dosing of an 
advisory committee meeting were con¬ 
tained in the Freedom of Information 
Act. Section 552(b) of Title 5 United 
Suites Code. Effective March 12. 1877. 
8 ection 10<d) was amended to change 
the circumstances Justifying the closing 
°* a committee meeting from those con¬ 
tained in the Freedom of Information Act 
to those enumerated in the Government 
to the Sunshine Act. subsection (c> of 
jetton 552b of Title 5. U S Code. AID* 
Regulation 14 has several subsections 
which refer to section 552(b). The re¬ 
vision, indicated below* are conforming 
amendments which change these statu¬ 
tory references from section 552(b) to 
subsection (cl of section 552b Title 5. 
U S Code. 

Accordingly. 22 CFR Part 214 is 
amended os follow’s: 

1 By revising i 214.32‘bxl) to read 

a* follows: 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

§ 21 1.32 (-ailing of advUor? roimnittrr 
meeting*. 

• • • a • 

ib) • • • 

(1) The agenda lists the matters to be 
considered at the meeting and Indicates 
whether any portion of the meeting Is 
to be closed to the public in accordance 
with subsection tc> of section 552b of 
title 5. United Slates Code 

2. By revising I 214.33(b) to read as 
follows: 

§ 214.33 IVolicr of mrflinev 

• • • • • 

(b> Notices Include the name of the 
advisory committee: the time of the 
meeting: the purposes of the meeting; 
a statement regarding the extent to 
which the public will be permitted to at¬ 
tend and. if any portion is closed, why- 
such closure or partial closure is neces¬ 
sary. including citation of the appropri¬ 
ate exemption permitted under subsec¬ 
tion (cl of 5 U.S.C. section 552b. Thus. 
AID Notices of Advisory Committee 
meetings normally state that the meet¬ 
ing Is open to the public and include the 
place of meeting; and instructions for 
gaining access tc open meetings which 
are held In a “secured*' building. 

3. By revising s 214-34*a> (2* and <b> 
to read ax follows: 

§ 21 1.31 Public participation* 

(a) • • • 

(2> The Administrator. AID. has for¬ 
mally determined that a meeting or por¬ 
tion of a meeting may be closed to the 
public in accordarce with subsection (c> 
of section 552b of title 5. United States 
Code. 

<b> Advisory Committee requests to 
close all or pan of a meeting or a series 
of meetings are to include the reasons for 
proposed closure, citing specific exemp¬ 
tions involved under subsection (c> of 
section 552b of title 5. United States 
Code. Such requests are submitted by the 
AID Advisory Committee Representative, 
through the Advisory Committee Man¬ 
agement Officer and the General Counsel 
to the Administrator at least forty- (40) 
days before the scheduled date of the 
meeting. 

Dated: May 10.1977. 

Robert H. Nooteb. 

Acting Administrator. 

|FR Doc.77-14889 Piled 5-25-77:8:45 am ) 


Tide 29—Labor 

CHAPTER XXVI—PFNSION BENEFIT 
GUARANTY CORPORATION 

PART 2607—DISCI OSURE ANO AMEND¬ 
MENT OF RECORDS UNDER THE 
PRIVACY ACT 

Clarification of Exemption 

AGENCY: Pension Benefit Guaranty- 
Corporation. 

ACTION: Final rule 

SUMMARY: The Pension Benefit Guar¬ 
anty Corporation (“PBGC”) hereby 
amends its Privacy Act regulations to 
clarify an exemption invoked by PBGC 
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from certain provisions of the Privacy- 
Act. This action limits the exemption to 
records In the •‘Personnel Records— 
PBGC ’ record system. The intended ef¬ 
fect is to limit the exemption to only 
those records to which the exemption is 
pertinent and to state more fully the 
reasons for exercising this exemption. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 26. 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Richard J. Anderson. Attorney. Office 

of the Oeneral Counsel. Pension Bene¬ 
fit Guaranty Corporation. 2020 K 

Street. NW Washington. DC. 20006. 

202-254-4895. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 
On November 30.1876. the Pension Bene¬ 
fit Guaranty Corporation (hereinafter 
PBGC) published for comment in the 
Fxdexal RcGUtTKB. 41 FR 52485. a pro¬ 
posed revision of i 2607.10 of its Privacy 
Act regulation (29 CFR Part 2607». The 
purpose of the revision is to limit the 
exemption contained in section 552a(k> 
(5) of the Privacy Act only to the PBGC’s 
“Personnel Records’* system and to state 
more fully the reasons for exercising thU 
exemption. The PBGC received no com¬ 
ments on the proposal and therefore is 
hereby promulgating the revision as pro¬ 
posed. 

Therefore, in Part 2607 of Title 29. 
Code of Federal Regulations, $ 2607.10 
is hereby revised as follows; 

§ 2607.10 Specific exemption*. 

Under the authority granted by 5 
UB.C. 552a ( 1cm5> . the PBGC hereby ex¬ 
empts the system of records entitled 
“Personnel Records—PBGC** from the 
provisions of 5 VjQC. 552o (e><3>. (d), 
toil). <e)(4)(0). (H).and <I>. and(f). 
to the extent that the disclosure of such 
material would rcve&l the Identity of a 
source who furnished information to 
PBGC under an express promise that the 
identity of the source would be held in 
confidence or. prior to September 27, 
1975. under an Implied promise that the 
identity of the source would be lield in 
confidence. 

The reasons for asserting this exemp¬ 
tion axe to insure the gaining of infor¬ 
mation essential to determining suita¬ 
bility for employment, to insure that full 
and candid disclosures are obtained in 
making such determinations, to prevent 
subjects of such determinations from 
thwarting the completion of such deter¬ 
minations. and to avoid revelation of the 
identities of persons who have furnished 
or will furnish information to PBGC In 
confidence. 

(Sec 552 a< f). Pub L 93-570. 88 Stat 1900 
<5 US.C 552 a<I)): Sec 4002. bi (8). Pub L 
93-406. 88 SUt. 1004 ( 29 CSC 1302(bl 
(3)).) 

Issued in Washington. DC., this 18th 
day of May 1977. 

Ray Marshall. 

Chatrman . Board of Directors, 
Pension Benefit Guaranty 
Corporation. 

|PR Doc.77-14043 FUod 6-26-77:8 45 am| 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Title 33—Navigation and Navigable Waters 

CHAPTER I—COAST GUARD. 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

SUBCHAFTER DO—IMPLEMENTATION AND 
INTERPRETATION OF THE 72 COLREGS 

(COD 77-075) 

APPLICATION OF 72 COLREGS TO 
TERRITORIES AND POSSESSIONS 

Special Note 

AOENCY: Coast Guard. DOT. 

ACTION; Final rule. 

SUMMARY; This amendment informs 
the public generally, and mariners in 
particular, of the localities where the 
International Regulations for Prevent¬ 
ing Collisions at Sea. 1960 <60 COL¬ 
REGS >. and the Convention on the 
International Regulations for Prevent¬ 
ing Collisions at 8ea. 1972 <72 COL¬ 
REGS) are in force, including the ter¬ 
ritories to which the 72 COLREGS are 
extended. This information is needed 
by the public, and especially by mariners, 
since the 72 COLREGS will enter into 
force internationally on July 15.1977. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 26. 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Captain George K. Greiner, Marine 
Safety Council (G-CMC/81). Room 
8117. Department of Transportation. 
Nasslf Building, 400 Seventh Street, 
S.W., Washington. DC. 20590. 202- 
426-1477. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Because the 72 COLREGS (done at Lon¬ 
don, October 20. * 1972. as rectified by 
Proces-Verbal of December l, 1973) will 
enter into force internationally on July 
15, 1977. this amendment to Subchaptcr 
DD contains information that the public, 
especially mariners, needs to know and 
be able to obtain in a convenient man¬ 
ner. The Coast Ouard has determined 
that this information must appear in 
8 ubchapter DD with the implementation 
and interpretation of the 72 COLREGS. 
Since this information does not contain 
a rule, it is not subject to the rule mak¬ 
ing requirements of 5 UJS.C. 553. 72 
COLREGS provides in Article in that a 
Contracting Party to the Convention 
may. by notification in writing to the 
Secretary-General of the Intergovern¬ 
mental Maritime Consultative Organiza¬ 
tion, extend the application of the Con¬ 
vention to territories for which the 
Party is the administering authority. 
The United States and the United King¬ 
dom have made such notifications as to 
certain territories, and other nations 
may make similar extensions in the 
future. In addition, because certain na¬ 
tions have accepted the 72 C0LRE08. 
while other nations which have accepted 
the 60 COLREGS (16 U8T 794, TIAS 
5813) have not yet accepted 72 COL¬ 
REGS, there may be some resulting con¬ 
fusion regarding which set of rules must 
be observed in a particular location. 

The purpose of the Informational note 
being added to Subchapter DD is to in¬ 
form the public generally, and mariners 


in particular, of the localities where the 
72 COLREGS are clearly in force, in¬ 
cluding the territories to which 72 
COLREGS has been extended. As other 
nations become Parties to 72 COLREGS. 
or as other extensions of 72 COLREGS 
are announced by Parties as to terri¬ 
tories administered by those Parties, the 
Coast Ouard will update the note. 

Drafting Information 

The principal persons involved in 
drafting this document are: Captain 
Clarence R, Hallberg. Project Manager 
and Project Attorney. Office of Chief 
Counsel; assisted by LT Richard A. 
Lcgatskl and Mr. Stanley M. Colby. Of¬ 
fice of Chief Counsel. 

In accordance with the preceding. 
Subchapter DD is amended by inserting 
a special note immediately after the title 
of the subchapter. As amended. Sub¬ 
chapter DD reads as follows: 

Subchapter DD—Implementation and 
Interpretation of 72 COLREGS 

Special Nora: Application of the 72 
COLREGS to territories and possessions. 

a. Article III of the Convention on the In¬ 

ternational Regulation* for Preventing Colli¬ 
sion* at Sea. 1972 ( 72 COLREOS). done at 
London. October 20, 1972, as rectified by 
Proces-Verbal of December 1. 1973. provides 
that a party may notify the 8ecretary-Oen- 
eral of the Intergovernmental Maritime Con¬ 
sultative Organization that It extends the 
application of the Convention to territory for 
which It is responsible for international re¬ 
lations. Slnoe it is the intention of the United 
States that the 72 COLREOS apply to all US. 
territories and possessions to the same ex¬ 
tent that the Internationa] Regulations for 
Preventing Collisions at Sea. 1960 (60 

COLREOS) (16 U8T 794, TIAS 5813) previ¬ 
ously applied, the United States has given 
notice to the Secretary-General that the pro¬ 
visions of the 1972 COLREOS are applicable 
on July 15. 1977, to the following territories 
and possessions for which the Untied States 
is responsible for International relations: 

Puerto Rico 
Guam 

The Canal Zone 

The Virgin Islands of the United States 
American Samoa 

The Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands 
Midway Island 
Wake Island 

Johnston Island « 

Palmyra Island 
Kingman Reef 
Howland Ldand 
Baker Island 
Jarvis Island 
Navasaa Island 

b. In accordance with Article III other 
nartles to the Convention have notified the 
Sccretary-Oeneral that application of 72 
COT .REGS is extended These parties with 
their territorial extensions are listed in 
Table I. 

Table 1. Tduutohial Extensions or Otkes 
Pasties to 72 COLREOS 

Territories to which 
Party to 72 COLREOS are 

Convention Extended 

United Kingdom .. Hong Kong. 

Because earlier formulations of the 
COLREOS were not elaborated as treaties, 
they came Into force by the almost simul¬ 
taneous enactment of domestic legislation by 


the majority of maritime nation** The 
C0LRE08 were Judicially considered as be¬ 
ing customary International law. that is to 
say international law based upon the coo- 
sensus of maritime nations rather than upon 
an express instrument. Because 72 COLREOS 
was elaborated as a treaty, and under usual 
treaty practice only parties are bound, there 
may be a period of time after the 71 
COLREOS come Into force during which the 
ships of a nation not pArty to 72 COLREGS 
might not be considered as being bound to 
comply with the convention. While It is meat 
llkelv that the 72 COLREOS will rapidly 
achieve the status of customary International 
taw, thereby obviating any concern on the 


part of the mariner as to whether a partic- 

ular nation Is a party. 

, it does not necessarily 

foUow that the courts in all nation* win 
apply 72 COLREOS to the vessels of a non- 
party nation. In the absence of change* to 
their domestic law there may be certain na¬ 
tions that will feel compelled to continue 
60 COLREOS in force, despite the oomlnf 
into force of 72 COLREOS. 

The following nations are Contracting Par¬ 

ties for which 72 C0LRE08 will apply upoo 
the Convention's entry into force 

Algeria 

Monaco 

Bahamas 

Netherlands 

Belgium 

New Zealand 

Brazil 

Nigeria 

Bulgaria 

Norway 

Canada 

Papua New Guinea 

Denmark 

Poland 

Finland 

Romania 

France 

South Africa 

German Democratic 

Spam 

Republic 

Sweden 

Oermany. Federal 

Switzerland 

Republic 

Syrian Arab 

Ghana 

Republic 

Greece 

USSR 

Hungary 

United Kingdom 

Iceland 

United States 

India 

VugiOfiAvia 

Liberia 

Mexico 

Zaire 

The following nations have accepted 
the 60 COLREGS but are not Contract¬ 
ing Parties to 72 COLREOS 

Argentina 

Lebanon 

Australia 

Libyan Arab 

Austria 

Republic 

Barbados 

Madagascar 

Burma 

Maldives 

China 

Morocco 

Cuba 

Oman 

Cyprus 

Pakistan 

Czechoslovakia 

Paraguay 

Ecuador 

Peru 

Egypt 

Philippines 

FIJI 

Portugal 

Oambla 

Republic of Korea 

Indonesia 

Singapore 

Ireland 

Surinam 

Israel 

Tonga 

Italy 

Trinidad A Tobago 

Ivory Coast 

Tunisia 

Jamatca 

Turkey 

Japan 

United Republic of 

Kuwait 

Cameroon 

(Convention on the 

International Reguls- 

Uons for Preventing Collisions at Sea. 1972 
(as rectified); EO. 11964 (42 FR 4327). 49 

GFR 1.46(b).) 


Dated: May 19.1977. 


O W. Siler 

U.S. Coast Guard Commandant 
f PR Doc 77-15082 Filed 5-25-77;$ 45 am) 
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(COD 2-77-01-R| 

PART 127—SECURITY ZONES 

Establishment of Security Zone; Mononga 
hela, Allegheny, and Ohio Rivers, Pitts¬ 
burgh. Pa. 

AGENCY: Coast Guard. DOT. 

ACTION: Final Rule. 

SUMMARY: This amendment estab¬ 
lishes the waters of the Monongahela 
River, the Allegheny River and the Ohio 
River in the vicinity of Pittsburgh. Penn¬ 
sylvania os a security zone from 11:00 
am EDST, June 12. 1977. to 12:01 a m. 
ED6T, June 13. 1977. This security zone 
is created because several United Na¬ 
tions Ambassador’s and United States 
government officials will be aboard pas¬ 
senger vessels within the area. Tills secu¬ 
rity zone is intended to be part of the 
comprehensive system of ensuring the 
safety of these persons. 

EFFECTIVE DATE : This amendment is 
effective from 11:00 am. EDST. June 12. 
1977 to 12:01 a.m. EDST. June 13. 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Lieutenant Commander C. J. Robin¬ 
son. Marine Safety Office. 312 Stanwix 
8treet. Pittsburgh. Pennsylvania 15222 
1412 644-5808). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Thi< amendment Is Issued without pub¬ 
lication of a notice of proposed rule mak¬ 
ing. because this security zone involves a 
foreign affairs function of the United 
States. 

Dhaiting Information 

The principal persons Involved in 
drafting this rule are: LCDR C. J. Rob¬ 
inson. Project Manager. Captain of the 
Port. Pittsburgh. Pennsylvania, and LT 
S. Delaney, Project Attorney. Legal Of¬ 
ficer. Commander. Second Coast Guard 
District. 1520 Market Street. St. Louis. 
MO 63103 <314-425-4655) . 

In consideration of the foregoing. Part 
127 of Title 33 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations is amended by adding 
1 127 201 to read as follows: 

§ 127.201 The Monongahrl*. Allegheny, 
anil Ohio Rivrm, Pittsburgh. Penn- 
•> I vania. 

The waters and waterfront facilities 
sithin the following boundary is a secu¬ 
rity zone: mile 11.2 Monongahela River, 
not including Lock and Dam 2. to mile 
Oj) Monongahela River at the confluence 
of the Ohio. Allegheny and Monongahela 
Rivers: mile 0.8 Allegheny River, located 
he o W Seventh Street Bridge, to mile 0.0 
Allegheny River, at the confluence of the 
Ohio, Allegheny and Monongahela Riv- 
”75; and mile 0.0 Ohio River to mile 0.7 
Ohio River, located below the West End 
Bridge. 

<40 8til. 220. as amended. <50 USC. 191 1 
«<b), 80 Stat. 937: (49 US.C 1665(b)); 
E0 10173. EO. 10277. EO 10352. EO 11249; 
3 CFR. 1949-1963 Comp. 356. 778. 873. 3 CPR 
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1964 1965 Comp 349, 33 CFR Part 6. 49 CFR 
146(b).) 

Dated: May 26.1977. 

Ckarlf-5 J. Robinson. 
Lieutenant Commander, U£. 
Coast Guard. Acting Captain 
of the Port . Pittsburgh, Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

|PR Doc 77-15061 Fl ed 5 25-77:8 45 ami 


Title 40—Protection of Environment 

CHAPTER I—ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY 

SUBCHAPTER C—AIR PROGRAMS 

[FRL 734-7) 

PART 52—APPROVAL AND PROMULGA¬ 
TION OF STATE IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 

North Dakota Plan Revisions 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency <EPA>. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

8UMMARY: This action approves revi¬ 
sions to the North Dakota State Imple¬ 
mentation Plan which were submitted by 
the Governor of North Dakota on May 
26. 1976. and proposed for approval by 
the Environmental Protection Agency 
< EPA) on October 19. 1976. The North 
Dakota submittal Includes new and re¬ 
vised legislation and regulations which 
are approved because they are consistent 
with EPA regulations. EPA approval of 
the North Dakota regulations allows the 
State to assume the primary responsi¬ 
bility for carrying out the provisions of 
the regulations One of the regulations 
EPA Is approving provides for the pre¬ 
vention of significant air quality deteri¬ 
oration. Approval of this regulation not 
only allows the State to assume the re¬ 
sponsibility for the review of new sources 
under this regulation, but also allows the 
State to propose to reclassify areas of the 
State. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 26. 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Louis W. Johnson. Chief. Planning and 
Operations Section. Air Programs 
Branch. U.8. Environmental Protec¬ 
tion Agency. Region VIII. I860 Lincoln 
Street. Denver. Colorado 80295. 303- 
837-3711. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On May 31. 1972 <37 FR 10885), pursu¬ 
ant to section 110 of the Clean Air Act 
and 40 CFR Part 51. the Administrator 
approved and promulgated the North 
Dakota State Implementation Plan 
<SIP>. On September 26. 1974 <39 FR 
34537). the Administrator disapproved a 
portion of the North Dakota SIP. as well 
as the 8IP*s of other states, because of 
circuit court rulings that confidentiality 
provisions could prevent the release of 
emission data to the public. On June 12. 
1975 *40 FR 25009). the Administrator 
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disapproved another portion of North 
Dakota's and other states' SIPs in that 
there were no procedures for preventing 
the significant deterioration of air qual¬ 
ity as required by section 101(b)(1) of 
the Clean Air Act. Federal regulations 
5 52.21 <b», <c>. <d>, <e) and <f> were 
incorporated by reference and made a 
part of the North Dakota SIP. 

The North Dakota SIP revisions In¬ 
clude amendments to the North Dakota 
Century Code, revised new source review 
and permit to operate regulations (Reg¬ 
ulation 23-25-14), new source perform¬ 
ance standards (Regulation 23-25-12). 
emission standards for hazardous air 
pollutants (Regulation 23-25-13). and a 
prevention of significant air quality de¬ 
terioration regulation (Regulation 23- 
25-15). 

On October 19. 1976 (40 FR 46010). the 
Administrator proposed to approve the 
North Dakota SIP revisions and re¬ 
quested the public to comment on the 
approvabillty of the revisions. No com¬ 
ments regarding the revisions were 
received. 

The requirements f or p ublic hearings 
ond plan revisions (40 CFR 51 4 and 51.6> 
have been met by the 8tate's proposed 
revisions, except that the revisions were 
not submitted within 60 days of adoption 
as required by 40 CFR 51.6(d). The in¬ 
tent of the 60-day limit has not been 
circumvented, however, and this require¬ 
ment Is waived. 

The revisions to the North Dakota 
Century Code clarify the authorities and 
duties of the Department of Health and 
the Air Pollution Control Advisory Coun¬ 
cil. Penalties for violations were in¬ 
creased to be consistent with the Clean 
Air Act. The revisions also state explicitly 
that emission data shall not be consid¬ 
ered as confidential information. The 
EPA disapprovals under 40 CFR 52.1825 
and 52 1826 are therefore withdrawn. 

The new source review revisions. Reg¬ 
ulation 23-25-14. meet the requirements 
of 40 CF"R 51.18 with the exception of 
subparagraph <h>(3)(l). which requires 
that the entire new source application 
be available for public inspection. The 
revision requires onlv that a summary be 
available Supplemental information was 
submitted by the 8tate Agency on Au¬ 
gust 23. 1976. which states that the entire 
application will be available for nubile 
inspection The reoulrements of 40 CFR 
51 18(h> (2) (i> are therefore met. 

Regulations 23-25-12 and 23-25-13. 
for new source performance standards 
and hazardous air pollutants respectively, 
arc consistent with the Federal regula¬ 
tions published under 40 CFR Parts 60 
and 61. 

Regulation 23-25-15. for prevention of 
significant sir ouatitv deterioration, is 
consistent with 40 CFR 52.21. The allow¬ 
able increments for increases in air qual¬ 
ity levels and the effective dates in the 
North DakotA regulation are identical to 
the Federal regulation. The North Da¬ 
kota regulation covers additional source 
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categories, coal mines and electric arc 
furnaces, and provides for inclusion in 
the increment of the emissions expected 
from growth associated with a facility. 

40 CFR 52 1829. promulgating the Fed¬ 
eral prevention of significant air quality 
deterioration regulation for North Da¬ 
kota. may now be partially revoked. The 
Federally promulgated prevention of sig¬ 
nificant deterioration regulation cannot 
be totally revoked since, consistent with 
8 52.21 (d) and (f). source reviews for 
new or modified sources which are owned 
or operated by the Federal Government 
or for new or modified sources located on 
Federal lands or Indian reservations 
must still be conducted by the CPA Re¬ 
gional Office. The State may conduct new 
source reviews of sources located on In¬ 
dian reservations if it has assumed Juris¬ 
diction over such land under other laws. 
In accordance with 40 CFR 52.21(f)(3) 
the State in some cases may also review 
new or modified sources to be constructed 
or operated on Federal lands pursuant to 
leasing or other Federal agreements. In 
addition, this STP revision will not affect 
the authority of Indian governing bodies 
to propose redesignation of their lands 
or of the Federal Land Managers to sub¬ 
mit to the Administrator a proposal to 
redeslvnate any Federal lands to a more 
restrictive designation, provided the pro¬ 
cedures contained in 40 CFR 52.21 are 
followed. 

The prlmarv miroose of this SIP re¬ 
vision is to authorize the State to con¬ 
duct PSD new source reviews: however, 
the St&’e regulations also address re- 
designation. althourh none is being pro¬ 
posed at this time. While the State’s re¬ 
designation provisions generally corre¬ 
spond to the Federal regulations, some 
Federal procedural requirements are 
omitted from the RtaU*’s regulation, such 
as consultation with affected Indian gov¬ 
erning bodies. Federal Land Managers, 
local governments and submittal to EPA 
of the proposed redeslgnatlon for ap¬ 
proval, The approval of this submittal 
does not relieve the State from the pro¬ 
cedural requirements contained in 40 
CFR 52.21(c) applicable to redesigna- 
tion Therefore, before any redeslgnatlon 
is effective for new source review pur¬ 
poses. the EPA must approve or disap¬ 
prove the proposed redesignation and 
such agency action will be based upon the 
contained In f 52.21(c) and the Agency’s 
guidelines which have been furnished to 
the State. 

Therefore. EPA is partially revoking 
and modifying the North Dakota SIP, 40 
CFR 52.1829. so as to: (1) Provide for 
preconstruction review by the Adminis¬ 
trator of Federally owned or operated 
sources and sources located or to be lo¬ 
cated on Federal or Indian lands: (2) 
permit the 8tate of North Dakota. Fed¬ 
eral Land Managers and Indian govern¬ 
ing bodies to propose redeslgnatlon in 
accordance with f 52.21 (c>: and <3> per¬ 
mit the State to conduct all other new 
source P8D reviews. 

Since anv redesignation mast be ap¬ 
proved by EPA. new source reviews must 
be at a minimum based on the Federally 
approved increments. The State may 
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base its review on more stringent in¬ 
crements if a redesignation has been 
adopted by the State but not approved by 
EPA: however, such a review would not 
be Federally enforceable. If the State's 
redesign a tion resulted in less stringent 
increments, EPA would enforce the ap¬ 
plicable increments of the approved SIP 
until the State’s redcsignation was ap¬ 
proved. 

The Administrator finds that the 
North Dakota SIP revisions meet the 
substantive and procedural requirements 
of secti on 110 of the Clean Air Act and 
40 CFR Part 51. Therefore, the Adminis¬ 
trator approves the North Dakota SIP 
revisions as set forth in this rulemaking. 

This rulemaking will be effective im¬ 
mediately on May 26. 1977. The Agency 
finds that good cause exists for not de¬ 
ferring the effective date of this rule- 
making because the regulations are al¬ 
ready in effect under 8tato and Federal 
law and Federal approval imposes no 
new burdens. 

(Sec. 110. Clean Air Act, as amended (43 
UiJ.C 1857c~5); sec. 301 as amended (43 
US.C. 1857g).) 

Dated: May 19.1977. 

Douglas M Costlk. 

Administrator. 

Part 52 of Chapter L Title 40 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
as follows: 

Subpart JJ—North Dakota 

1. In 9 52.1820. paragraphs (cH6) and 
(c)(7) are added as follows: 

§ 52.1820 Identification of plan. 


(C) * • • 

(6) Revisions to the North Dakota 
Century Code making emission data pub¬ 
lic information and revising penalties, 
revised new source performance stand¬ 
ards, emission standards for hazardous 
air pollutants, and prevention of signifi¬ 
cant air quality deterioration regula¬ 
tions submitted on May 26, 1976, by the 
Governor. 

(7) Supplemental information stating 
that the complete new source applica¬ 
tion would be available for public review 
submitted August 23. 1976 by the State 
Department of Health. 

§ 52.1825 IK curved] 

2. Section 52.1825 is revoked 
§52.1820 (RrMTvcd) 

3. Section 52.1826 is revoked. 

4. Section 52 1829 is revised to read as 
follows; 

§ 52.1829 Significant deterioration of 
air quality. 

The provisions of I 52.21 (b), <e). <d). 
(e>. and <f) are hereby incorporated by 
reference and made a part of the appli¬ 
cable implementation plan for the State 
of North Dakota, but only for purposes 
of: (1) Providing for preconstruction re¬ 
view by the Administrator of Federally 
owned or operated stationary sources and 
stationary sources located on Federal or 
Indian lands: and. (2) permitting Fed¬ 


eral Land Managers and Indian govern¬ 
ing bodies to propose redesignatim. m 
accordance with the procedures tn 
8 52.21(c). 

|FR Doe 77-15053 Piled 5-2577;®:46 4 m 1 


SUBCHAPTER E—PESTICIDE PROGRAMS 
I FRi. 734-3; PP6F1828 and PP7P1089 T1130| 

PART 180— TOLERANCES AND EXEMP 
T»ONS FROM TOLERANCES FOR PESTI¬ 
CIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON RAW AGRI 
CULTURAL COMMODITIES 

Bentazon 

AGENCY: Office of Pesticide Programs. 
Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA). 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This rule establishes toler¬ 
ances for residues of the herbicide ben¬ 
tazon on a variety of raw agricultural 
commodities This amendment was re¬ 
quested by BASF Wyandotte Corp This 
rule establishes permissible levels of ben¬ 
tazon residues on certain crops and also 
provides a definition for the term 
peanuts. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 26. 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Robert Taylor. Product Manager 
(PM) 25. Registration Division <WH- 
567). Office of Pesticide Programs. 
EPA, 401 M Street. SW.. Washington. 
D.C. 20460. 202-428-2632. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 
On August 24, 1976. and January 17, 
1977. notice was given (41 FR 35758 and 
42 FR 3191) that BASF Wyandotte Corp. 
Agricultural Chemicals Dept., 100 Cherry 
Hill Rd . Parsippany. NJ 07054, had filed 
pesticide petitions for peatlcicic toler¬ 
ances with the EPA. These petitions pro¬ 
posed that 40 CFR 180.355 be amended 
by the establishment of tolerances for 
combined residues of the herbicide ben¬ 
tazon (3-isopropyMf/-2,l f 3-benzothladi- 
azin-4 (3//)-one-2.2-dioxidc) and its 6- 
and 8-hydroxy metabolites in or on the 
raw agricultural commodities peanuts 
(nutmeats after the removal of hulls) at 
0.05 part per million (ppm), peanut hay 
at 3 ppm. peanut hulls at 0.3 ppm. com 
grain and fresh corn (including .sweet 
com, kernels plus cob with husk re¬ 
moved) at 0.05 ppm. com forage and 
fodder at 3 ppm. rice at 0.05 ppm. rice 
straw at 3 ppm, the hay of seed and pod 
vegetables (except soybeans) at 3 ppm. 
and soybean hay at 0.3 ppm (PP6P1828* 
and in or on the raw agricultural com¬ 
modity group seed and pod vegetables 
(dry> at 0 05 ppm <PP7F1889L No com¬ 
ments were received In response to these 
notices of filing. 

The data submitted in these petition* 
End other relevant material have been 
evaluated, and the pesticide is considered 
to be useful for the purpose for which 
the tolerances are sought. However, 
there arc neither proposed uses nor 
residue studies for the raw agricultural 
commodities dill and okra, which are 
members of the commodity group seed 
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and pod vegetables Thus, for purposes 
of this rule, the category seed and pod 
vegetables (dry) is too inclusive and 
would allow the establishment of toler¬ 
ances on crops that would not be sup¬ 
portable by the available data Conse¬ 
quently, the category is changed to dried 
peas and dried beans <except soybeans) ♦ 
Similarly, the hay of seed and pod vege¬ 
tables i* changed to the vine hays of 
dried peas and dried beans < except soy¬ 
beans ). AUo, since past tolerances on 
peanuts have been established on the 
meat of the peanut excluding the shell, 
the qualified "nutmeats after the re¬ 
moval of hulls’" is unhecessary after the 
term ’ peanuts/' (40 CFR 180 1 is here¬ 
with amended to include a definition for 
peanuts.) 

The toxicology studies (both refer¬ 
enced and submitted) and their corre¬ 
sponding no-efTect levels (NEL) evalu¬ 
ated in approving the proposed toler¬ 
ances in both petitions consisted of a rat 
LD (lethal dose) study, a 90-dav rat¬ 
feeding study (NEL 70 ppm), a 90-day 
dog-feeding study (NEL 300 ppm), a 
three -generation rat reproduction study 
(NEL greater than 180 ppm), ratterato- 
genicttv study < NEL 66.7 mg/kg), a dom¬ 
inant lethal rate study (NEL greater 
than 180 ppm), a 2-year rat-feeding 
study <NEL 350 ppm), and an 18-month 
mouse-feeding study (NEL 350). The 
calculated maximum permissible intake 
(MPI» for man of bentazon based on 
long-term rat studies is 10 5 mg/day. 
The proposed uses in PPs 6FI828 and 
7F1889 would result in a theoretical 
maximum exposure of 0.15% and less 
than 1% of this MPI, respectively. 

An adequate analytical method (gas 
chromatography using a sulfur-specific 
flame photometric detector) is available 
to enforce the proposed tolerances. Tol¬ 
erances have previously been established 
for residues of bentazon in or on soy¬ 
beans: eggs: and the meat. fat. and meat 
byproducts of cattle, goats, hogs, horses, 
poultry, and sheep at 0.05 ppm (negligi¬ 
ble residue except for soybeans) and in 
milk at 0.02 ppm (negligible residue). 
The negligible residue designation has 
been removed from the existing toler¬ 
ances because long-term studies are now 
available The existing egg. meat. milk, 
and poultry tolerances are adequate to 
cover any residues resulting from the 
oropofed uses as delineated in 40 CFR 
180 6<a)(2). 

It has been determined that these tol¬ 
erances will protect the public health. 

It Is concluded therefore, that the 
tolerances be established as set forth 

below. 

Any person adversely affected by this 
J^jl&tlon may on or before June 27, 
Ate written objections with the 
nearing Clerk. EPA. Ea*t Tower, Rra 
W1&. 401 m St. 8W. Washington. DC. 
20460 Such objections should b* submit¬ 
ted in Qulntu plicate and should specify 
th* provisions of the regulation 
werr.ed to be oblectionable and the 
grounds for the object Ions, if a hearing is 
^Quested, the ob lections must state the 
I° r the hearing. A hearing will be 
K lU;t cd if the objections are supported 


by grounds legally sufficient to justify the 
relief sought. 

Effective May 26. 1977. 40 CFR 180 1 
and 40 CFR 180.355 are amended as set 
forth below. 

(Sec. 408(d) (2i, Federal Food. Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act <2i U.SC. 346*(dH2)M 

Dated : May 19. 1977. 

James M. Conlon, 

Acting Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Pesticide Programs 


Parts 


Commodity : per million 

Hogs. fat .. 0.05 

Hog*, mbyp _...... 0 05 

Hogs, meat .. . o. 05 

MUk ...____ __ o,02 

Poultry, fat __ o. 05 

Poultry, mbyp _........... 0.05 

Poultry, meat __ 0.05 

Sheep, fat ___........ 0.05 

Sheep, mbyp .. . 0.05 

Sheep, meat........_„ _ 0 05 


IFR Doc 77-14945 Filed 5 25-77;8:45 am) 


L Part 180, Subpart A. $ 180.1 is 
amended by adding the following new 
paragraph: 

6 180.1 Definition* nml interpretation*, 
a • • • a 

(J> * • • 

9. The term peanuts means the peanut 
meat after removal of the hulls. 

2. Part 180. Subpart C. 9 180.355 is re¬ 
vised in its entirety by (l) editorially 
restructuring paragraphs (a) and (b> 
into alphabetized columnar listings, (2) 
alphabetically inserting tolerances of 3 
ppm on com fodder and forage, peanut 
hay, rice straw, and the vine hays of dried 
peas and dried beans (except soybeans); 
0,3 ppm on peanut hulls and soybean hay. 
and 0.05 ppm on dried beans < except soy¬ 
beans*. com grain, fresh com, peanuts, 
peas (dried), and rice in paragraph (a), 
and (3) deleting the designation "negli¬ 
gible residue" from both paragraphs as 
follows: 

§ 180.355 Bf rilN/mi; tolerance* for real- 
«lur*. 

(a) Tolerances are established for com¬ 
bined residues of the herbicide bentazon 
<3 - Isopropyl - l//-2.1,3-benzothiadiazln- 
4<3N ) -1-2,2-dioxide) and its 6- and 
8-hydroxy metabolites in or on raw agri¬ 
cultural commodities as follows: 

Parts 


Commodity: per million 

Bean* (except aoybeans). dried. .. 0. 05 
Beans <exc soybeans), dried, vine 

bays . .. 3 

Corn, fodder ... 3 

Corn, forage _........_ 3 

Corn, grain .... 0 05 

Corn, fresh (Inc. sweet K ^CWHR) 0 05 

Peanuts __ 0.05 

Peanuts, hay. .... 3 

Peanuts, hull* __ 0 3 

Peas (dried) . 0.05 

Peas (dried), vine hay*. ......... 3 

Rice ___ 0. 05 

Rice, straw ___.... 3 

Soybeans _______ 0.05 

Soybeans, bay ____ 0.3 


(b> Tolerances are established for com¬ 
bined residues of bentazon (3-isopropyl- 
1 -1 //-2,1.3-benzothiadiazin-4 (3// > - one- 
2 .2-dloxide* and its metabolite 2-amlno- 
N-L«opropyl benzamlde in raw agricul¬ 
tural commodities as follows: 

Parfj 

Commodity: per million 

Cattle, fat__ 0.05 

Cattle, mbyp___ 0.05 

Cattle, meat_____.... 0.05 

Eggs-- 0. 05 

Goats, fat_............_.... 0.05 

Goats, mbyp .........__ 0.05 

Ooats, meat._ ___ 0 05 


SUBCHAPTER N—EFFLUENT GUIDELINES AND 
STANOARDS 

fPRL 735-2) 

PART 410—TEXTILE INDUSTRY POINT 
SOURCE CATEGORY 

Pretreatment Standards for Existing 
Sources; Final Rulemaking 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency: 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This action sets forth final 
pretreatment standards for existing 
sources In the following subcategories of 
the textile mills point source category: 
Wool scouring, wool finishing, dry proc¬ 
essing. woven fabric finishing, knit fabric 
finishing, carpet mills and stock and yam 
dyeing and finishing. The effect of the 
rule will be to set four general prohibi¬ 
tions for pollutants which create a fire 
or explosion hazard, which cause corro¬ 
sive damage, which obstruct sewer flow 
or which upset treatment efficiency. After 
considering new industry data and re¬ 
viewing the technical basis for specific 
pollutant limitations as proposed in 1974. 
EPA has concluded that the four general 
prohibitions are most appropriate. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 30. 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Harold B. Coughlin. Environmental 
Protection Agency, Effluent Guidelines 
Division. 401 M Street SW.. Room 911 
WSME—(WH-552>, Washington. D C. 
20460. Telephone number 202-426- 
2560 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On July 5. 1974. EPA promulgated a reg¬ 
ulation adding Part 410 to Title 40 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations (39 FR 
24736). That regulation with a subse¬ 
quent correction established effluent lim¬ 
itations and guidelines for existing 
sources and standards of performance 
and pretreatment standards for new 
sources and proposed pretreatment 
standards for existing sources in the tex¬ 
tile mills point source category. Pursu¬ 
ant to section 307(b) of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act. aq amended 
(33 U.8.C. 1317(b)) (the Act), the regu¬ 
lation set forth below will amend 40 
CFR Part 410 textile mills point source 
category by adding 9 410.14 of the wool 
scouring subcategory (Subpart A), I 410.- 
24 of the wool finishing subcategory 
(Subpart B). I 410.34 of the dry process¬ 
ing subcategory (Subpart C). 9 410.44 of 
the woven fabric finishing subcategory 
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(Subpart D>. 5 410.54 of the knit fabric 
finishing subcategory f Subpart E). 
f 410.64 of the carpet mills subcategory 
<8ubpart F> and { 410.74 of the stock 
and yam dyeing and finishing subcate¬ 
gory (Subpart G>. 

The Technical Basis or Pretreatment 

STANDARDS TOR EXISTING SOURCES 

The regulation set forth below estab¬ 
lishes pretreatment standards for pol¬ 
lutants introduced to publicly owned 
treatment works (POTW) from existing 
sources within the su bo arts set forth 
above This regulation is Intended to Im¬ 
plement the concepts of the general reg¬ 
ulation for pretreatment standards for 
existing sources set forth in 40 CFR Part 
128. This general regulation was pub¬ 
lished In final form on November 8. 1973 
*38 FR 30982). 

T he g eneral pretreatment regulation 
*40 CFR Part 128) described above and 
ns application to effluent limitations and 
standards has sometimes caused confu¬ 
sion I n ord er to correct any lack of clar¬ 
ity. 40 CFR Part 128 Is set aside for ex¬ 
isting sources within the subparts set 
forth in paragraph (a) above. In Its 
place, the specific pretreatment stand¬ 
ards applicable to each subcategory are 
set forth in detail below as the pretreat¬ 
ment standard for that subcategory. 
This mechanism will eliminate any pos¬ 
sible confusion as to the materials which 
are limited or controlled by the p ret read¬ 
me nt standard for each subcategory. 
This decision Is also warranted because 
new general pretreatment regulations 
have been proposed (42 FR 6476 et seq.. 
Feb. 2. 1977 k which will revoke and re¬ 
place 40 CFR Part 128 upon promulga¬ 
tion. When the general pretreatment 
regulations are promulgated, these 
standards will be reviewed for consist¬ 
ency with the general policy stated 
therein. 

A supplemental technical study was 
made to determine the levels of pretreat¬ 
ment reomrements which are appropri¬ 
ate considering the limitations estab¬ 
lished for direct dischargers under sec¬ 
tions 301 and 304 and the requirements 
of section 307(b). The findings of this 
study and technical rationale for the es¬ 
tablishment of pretreatment standards 
are summarized in Appendix A to this 
preamble. Since some municipalities 
might have a problem with treatment of 
a textile discharge. Appendix A also con¬ 
tains alternative treatment technology 
information as a guide to municipalities 
in exercising their prerogative to control 
specific substances 

The report entitled "Supplement for 
Pretreatment to the Development Docu¬ 
ment for the Textile Mills Point 8ource 
Category” details the additional techni¬ 
cal analysis undertaken In support of the 
final regulation set forth herein and is 
available for Inspection at the EPA Pub- 
hce Information Reference Unit. Room 
2932 (EPA Library). Waterside Mall. 401 
M 8trcet 8W., Washington. DC, 20460, 
at all EPA Regional offices and at 8tate 
water pollution control offices A supple¬ 
mentary analysis prepared for EPA of 
the possible economic effects of the reg¬ 


ulation is also available for inspection at 
these locations. An additional limited 
number of copies of these reports are 
available. Persons wishing to obtain a 
copy may write the Environmental Pro¬ 
tection Agency. Effluent Guidelines Divi¬ 
sion, Washington. D.C. 20460. Attention: 
Distribution Officer. WH-552. Copies of 
the technical documentation will also be 
available from the Superintendent of 
Documents. Government Printing Office. 
Washington. D.C. 20402. Copies of the 
economic analysis document will be 
available through the National Techni¬ 
cal Information Service. Springfield. Va. 
22151 

Did the Public Comment? 

Prior to this publication, many agen¬ 
cies and interest groups were consulted 
and given an opportunity to participate 
in the development of these standards. 
Immediately prior to this rulemaking the 
results of this study were circulated for 
comment to persons known to be inter¬ 
ested. A summary of public participation 
in this rulemaking, public comments and 
the Agency's response is contained in Ap¬ 
pendix B to this preamble. 

What Is The Economic and Inflationary 
Impact? 

The economic Impact Is expected to be 
minimal for all subcategories in this in¬ 
dustry and no price increases are antici¬ 
pated as a result of the regulations. No 
plant closures or production curtail¬ 
ments will occur. In the event that all 
affected municipalities exercise their pre¬ 
rogative to Impose the entire comple¬ 
ment of optional pretreatment technolo¬ 
gies for about 2000 plants in the subcate¬ 
gories. the wool dyeing and finishing sub- 
category would be heavily impacted. New 
plants in this category are not finan¬ 
cially feasible even without pollution 
control requirements. The older, me¬ 
dium-sized plants in the woven fabric 
dyeing and finishing subcategory and ex¬ 
isting small plants in the stock and yam 
dyeing and finishing subcategory could 
face closure If they were forced to absorb 
the pollution control costs of all of the 
optional pretreatment technologies. 
However, they could absorb some frac¬ 
tion of the cost. The economic impact is 
discussed in greater detail In Appendix 
A. 

Compliancx Date 

Compliance with the prohibited dis¬ 
charge standards is required immediately 
upon the effective date of these regula¬ 
tions since these standards are essen¬ 
tially the same as 40 CFR 128 131 and 
since the deadline ior compliance with 
40 CFR 128.131 has passed 

The Agency is subject to an order of 
the United States District Court for the 
District of Columbia entered in Natural 
Resources Defense Council v. Train (Civ. 
No 2153-73. 75-0172. 75-1698 and 75- 
1267) which required the promulgation 
of pretreatment standards for tills in¬ 
dustry category no later than May 15. 
1977, 

In consideration of the foregoing. 40 
CFR Part 410 ts hereby amended as set 


forth below and shall become effective on 
June 30. 1977. 

Dated: May 18.1977. 


Douglas M. Costlk, 
Administrator 

Appx.vdi* A*—Technical Summary and 
roa RrauLATfONh 


ThU Appendix summarises the bo*ts of 
final preuratment standard* for exhtine 
sources in the textile mills point source 
category. 

(1) Genera! methodology. The pre treat- 
merit standard* set forth herein were devel¬ 
oped In the following manner. The point 
source, flow and volume of water used in the 
pose of determining whether separate stand¬ 
ards are appropriate for different segments 
within the category. The raw waste char¬ 
acteristics for each such segment were then 
Identified This Included an analysis of the 
source, flow and volume of water used In the 
pro res* employed, the sources of waste and 
waste waters In the operation and the c<m* 
•tltuema of all waste water The principal 
txaals used in developing the pretreatjTxnt 
standards for this industry la analogous to 
the technology based derivations used In de¬ 
veloping tb? regulation* for the direct dis¬ 
chargers. In this regard, the treatment tech¬ 
nology employed by dtrect discharger* U tht 
same as that utilized bv POTW to achieve 
secondary treatment requirements, i e. pri¬ 
mary treatment plus secondary biological 
treatment Another Integral part of the ha&ls 
for these standards la the Identification of 
nollutanu which either upset or pa&* through 
POTW 


The control and treatment technologies 
were established within each segment This 
included an Identification of each distinct 
control and treatment technology. Including 
both in-plant and end-of-process technol¬ 
ogies. which is exintent or capable of being 
designed for each segment. It also included 
an identification of. In terms of the amount 
of constituents and the chemical, physical, 
and biological characteristic* of pollutants, 
the effluent level resulting from the applica¬ 
tion of each of the technologies The prob¬ 
lems. limitations, and reliability of each 
treatment and control technology were al»o 
specified In addition, the nonwater qualliv 
environmental Impact, such as the effects of 
the application of such technology- upon 
other pollution problems. Including air. solid 
waste, noise, and radiation were discussed. 
The energy requirements of each control and 
treatment technology were determined sa 
well a m the coat of the application of such 
technologies. 

This information was then evaluated to 
determine what levels of technology reflreied 
the application of appropriate pre treatment 
technologies. TO help select these technol¬ 
ogies. various factors were considered These 
included the total cost of application of 
technology, the age of equipment and facili¬ 
ties Involved, the process employed, the engi¬ 
neering aspects of the application of various 
types of control techniques, process changes, 
non water quality environmental Impact {in¬ 
cluding energy requirements) and other 
factors 

The data base for the above analysis in¬ 
cluded EPA permit application* EPA sam¬ 
pling and inspection reporta, consultant re¬ 


ports. and Industry submission*. 

( 3 ) Summary of conclusions with respect 
f o the textile mid point source ea/rporv 
Mi Categorisation. For the purpose of 
liihlng jure treatment standards, factors suen 
kh types of raw materials, manufacturing 
jroc-ane* and final products, age. site, s 
location of plants, waste water volume 
utant content, and treatability by t)T- cAi 
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POTW i nr Hiding secondary treatment lecb- 
notojy. *ere *H considered as potential bases 
ter iutx*stegortzlng the textile Industry. The 
principal factor* which contributed most to 
mbcateKv fixation were raw material type. 
(Hal product, manufacturing process and 
suit* water character Bubcategcrlratloa bv 
the?** principal factors was substantiated b' 
w^wunent of other factors such as relative 
sfistHond and hvdraullc contributions to 
POTW type of secondary treatment at a 
POTW (eg — trickling filter, activated dudee. 
fte l, and influent pollutant concentration* 

(W) Wa*te characteristic*. Poe all seven 
nibcatworle*. the known significant waste 
eater pollutants and pollutant properties In¬ 
clude flow pH. total suspended solids (T88>, 
B0D5, COD. Oil and grease, total chromium, 
phenol and sulfide 

mi) Treatment and control technojow¬ 
ls) Rationale for Fretreatmcnt Standards. 
Waite water treatment and control tech- 
ficloclffl have been studied for this Industry 
to determine what U ths appropri ate pre- 
tnatment technology* 

The following discussions of treatment 
technologies outline the bases for the pre- 
twaunent Rtandarda. These discussions do 
act preclude the selection by Individual mu- 
aiciptlitles with different circumstances of 
other waste water treatment alternatives 
ituch provide equivalent or better levels of 
treatment. 


Perform xnc* data for POTW treating tex¬ 
tile waste water Indicate that where treat¬ 
ment systems are properly designed to handle 
this specific waste water, pollutants of con¬ 
cern III, BOD5. OOD. THS, and oil and 
pease i are removed to consistently low con- 
ceattatHna, and therefore do not pass 
through a POTW inadequately treitcd Where 
POTW are not meeting their NPDRS per- 
ntu. there are contributing problems, such as 
hjdrauUc overloading (related to increased 
residential or commercial development). 
POTW operational problems, or very strin- 
feni water quality constraints The pollutant* 
pftjpcsed (existing sources) and promulgated 
lo«w sources) for pretreatment. COD. chro¬ 
mium. phenol, sulfide, wool scouring oil and 
fTBuse. have not been reported to cause upseta 
of POTW 


The removal or wool scouring oil and grease 
vu studied at nine locations. Five of these 
plant* which discharge to POTW reported 
vtady varying levels of oil and grease both 
•Uhiti and between plants. Nevertheless, 
Utfre is no indication of a problem either at 
POTW or in the collection system. This 
t* probably due to tbclr low percent par¬ 
ticipation in the POTW. Also, this oil and 
***** Is from animal origin rather than the 
macs reMitent petroleum base. Four other 
pants treat or pretreat wastes in biological 
Wens On# of these plants reported oil and 
concentrations of about 1500 mg/1 
Hi*r centrifugation prior to biological treat- 
®rat. After approximately 30 hour* aeration. 
«« effluent oil and grease was reduced to 
*oout SO mg a. The available wool scouring 
uxla suggest that high raw waste loads are ex • 
Ptrieneed but that properly designed and op- 
r*’*** FOTW can treat this waste water aatls- 
C|c k3rily Therefore, a wool scouring oil and 
pretreatment standard is not required 
** *hli time. 

u J* 1 * r * K waste concentration* of chromi¬ 
um, phenol and sulfide were also investigated, 
chromium values from 47 plants in the 
indicated an average raw waste con- 
* n of 014 m * /I a minimum of 1 
ZV' A lac * of hex*valent chromium dau 
dstm 4114 ^ following summarises this 
on * pi*nt reported 016 mg/1 hexa- 
Plantl ° Ut ° f 0 20 total chromium; two 
1 ^P 01 * * maximum of 0.06 mg/1 hexa- 

n * chf omium compared to a total chro¬ 


mium maximum of 0.26 mgl; and two other 
mill* report no hcxavalent chromium out of 
a maximum of 0.02 mg 1 total chromium. In 
summary. where hcxavalent chromium is 
present It should only occur st very low con¬ 
centrations. Phenol value* from thirty-five 
plants averaged 0 17 mg/l. 1 mg/1 maximum 
and sulfide values from seventeen plants av¬ 
eraged 0 50/1. 7 mg l maximum. Therefore, 
at the low levels of chromium, phenol and 
sulfide reported In this Industry, these pollut¬ 
ants arc compatible with POTW biological 
treatment. 

< b j Suggested guidance foe affected munlc- 
tpah flea. The Agency has concluded that 
pretreatment regulations which include sub¬ 
stantive limitations for specific pollutants 
on a national basis are not required. How¬ 
ever. it must be recognized that the waste 
water from textile dyeing and finishing 
plants can create or contribute to at least 
the following POTW problems, coarse sus¬ 
pended solids which clog pumps, foul bear¬ 
ings and aerators or float in basins; excessive 
fluctuations of hydraulic or organic load¬ 
ings; and highly alkaline or acidic dis¬ 
charge* Each of these problems can be 
largely controlled by careful design and dili¬ 
gent operation of a POTW. Mitigating and 
site specific circumstance* can dictate the 
need for pretreatment. 

Screens such as hydrosieves or vibrating 
screens are available to capture essentially 
ail of the coarse suspended solids. A com¬ 
bination of coarse and fine screening may 
be necessary to remove rags and yarn along 
with individual fiber*, lint and flock While 
POTW can remove Individual fibers, clumps 
of fibers, rags and large coarse solids should 
be removed to avoid their interference with 
the operation of the POTW. 

Equalization can even out excessive hy¬ 
draulic or organic loadings Lack of equal¬ 
ized hydraulic or organic loading can de¬ 
grade a normally adequate acclimated bio¬ 
logical population In biological treatment or 
cause complete wash out of trickling Altera 
or clarified sludge blankets. 

Extreme pH values or widely fluctuating 
pH can seriously upset the operation and 
function of POTW Control of pH can be 
accomplished by the addition of lime, caus¬ 
tic s-xia or other alkali; addition of sulfuric 
acid or carbon dioxide; mixing of high and 
low pH streams, passage over limestone beds; 
or Injecting waste flue gas 

Recently revised general guideline* have 
been made available, per Psduul Keg is tux 
notice (42 FR 838> dated January 4. 1077. 
for use by municipalities In the establish¬ 
ment of pretreatment regulations where 
local circumstances warrant. It Is Intended 
that this preamble and the supplementary 
development document should provide gen¬ 
eral assistance to municipalities in Identify¬ 
ing problems and potential solutions along 
with associated costs. Specific on-site engi¬ 
neering and cost evaluation should still be 
made by municipal engineers or their con¬ 
sultants to more fully evaluate all local cir¬ 
cumstances which may allow a unique and 
coet effective solution to problems which are 
Identified. 

(Iv) Cost estimates for control of tcaste 
mater pollutants. Cost Information was ob¬ 
tained directly from Industry, engineering 
firms, equipment suppliers, government 
source* and available literature Costs are 
based on actual industry installations or 
engineering estimates for projected facilities 
as supplied by contributing companies. In 
the absence of such Information, coet esti¬ 
mate* have been developed from either 
plant-supplied costa for similar waste treat¬ 
ment installations at plants making similar 
product* or general cost estimates for treat¬ 
ment technology 


(v) Energy requirements and nontcater 
quality environmental impact i. There are no 
major nonwater quality considerations as¬ 
sociated with screening, equalization or 
neutralization pretreatment technologies. 
There are solid waste and energy considera¬ 
tions associated with biological treatment 
and chemical coagulation alternative* 

(vtl) Economic impact analysis. This sec¬ 
tion summarize* the economic and inflation¬ 
ary impacts of the pretreatment standard* for 
the textile mill* point source category. 

(a) Inflationary Impact Executive Order 
11821 (November 27. 16741 require* that ma¬ 
jor proposals' for legislation and promulga¬ 
tion of regulations and rules by Agencies of 
the executive branch be accompanied by a 
statement certifying that the inflationary 
impact of the proposal ha* been'evaluated. 
The Administrator ha* directed that all reg¬ 
ulatory actions which ore likely to exceed any 
of the following four criteria will require 
certification. 

1. Additional national annualized coet* of 
compliance. Including capital charge* (in- 

"term and depreciation >. will total 6100 
million within any calendar year by the at¬ 
tainment date, if applicable, or within five 
year* of Implementation. 

2. Total additional cost of production of 
any major product Is more than 5 percent of 
the selling price of the product. 

3 Net national energy consumption will be 
Increased by the equivalent of 26,000 barrels 
of oil a day (equal to 60 trillion BTU per 
year or 5 billion kilowatt-hour* per year). 

4. Additional annual demands are created 
or annual supply U decreased by more than 
3 percent for any of the following materials 
by the attainment date. If applicable, or 
within five year* of Implementation: slate 
steel, tubular steel, stainless steel, scrap steel, 
aluminum, copper, manganese, magnesium, 
xinc, ethylene, ethylene glycol, liquified 
petroleum gases, ammonia, urea, plastic*, 
synthetic rubber, or pulp. 

No significant capital coat 1* anticipated 
However, in the unlikely event that all 
affected municipalities exercise their prerog¬ 
ative to impose all of the optional pretreat¬ 
ment technologies, assuming that none of 
the plants have any treatment In place, total 
Investment coet for this Industry is esti¬ 
mated to be as high as 6440 million, while 
total annual cost* are estimated to be 6154 
million. These coats are In first quarter 1976 
dollar* Total annual ooets are equal to opera¬ 
tion and maintenance cost plus a capital coat 
based on a fifteen (16) year depreciation and 
an approximate nine (0) percent interest 
rate. This 1* based upon the document enti¬ 
tled “Economic Impact of Pretreatment 
Standards for the Textile Industry". 

As can be seen above, the potential total 
national annualized ccst* of comoliance for 
the pretreatment standards could be above 
6100 million per year. The increase In cost 
of production la less than 6 percent of the 
railing price. Energy consumption may be 
Increased by a nominal amount and the 
projected Increase In demand or decrease 
In supply for any of the above material* 1* 
nominal Because of the potential that total 
national annualized cost of compliance could 
be above 6100 million, the Agency certifies 
that the Inflationary impact has been con¬ 
sidered in formulating these regulation* and 
has prepared an inflationary Impact state¬ 
ment contained in the report, ’Economic 
Impact Pre treatment Standards for the 
Textile Industry". 

(b> Economic Impact Analysis The Agency 
has considered the economic Impact of the 
Internal and external coats of the effluent 
limitation* guideline*. Internal coat* are de¬ 
fined as investment and annual cost, where 
annual coat i* composed of operating costa, 
maintenance costs, the coat of capital and 
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depreciation. External cost deals with the 
assessment of the economic Impact of the 
Interna] costa In terms of price Increases, 
production curtailments, plant closures, 
resultant unemployment, community and 
regional Impacts. International trade, and 
Industry growth. 

In order to determine what possible impact 
could result if municipalities required any 
of the optional pretreatment technologies, an 
Incremental cost analysis was performed. For 
each model plant developed, an Impact 
analysis was completed using an incremental 
capital cost approach with capital costa 
ranging from $23,000 to $300,000. each In¬ 
crement being $23,000. For each textile model 
plant, an analysis was completed for each of 
the following Impact Indicators: required 
price Increase; after tax income; after tax 
return on sales; after tax return on Invested 
capital 

A separate report on the economic analysis 
Indicates the range of Impacts to be expected 
for each model developed. Plant closures and 
production curtailments for each industry 
subcategory are dlacuased as follows. 

1. Wool Scouring. No plant closures are 
expected in this industry subcategory and 
the economic Impact will be minimal. Exist¬ 
ing medium size plants could be impacted If 
Investment coats were to run above $200,000 
but not to a point where they still would not 
he profitable to operate. Pollution control 
costs do not prevent new plants from enter¬ 
ing the market. 

2. Wool Dyeing and Finishing. According 
to the Impact analysis, any required invest¬ 
ment in pollution control will result in a 
plant closure. The plants that are presently 
operating are marginal at best, with after tax 
return on sales In the 1 percent range. New 
plants in this subcategory are not financially 
feasible even before pollution control costs 
are Included In the cost. 

3. Wore* Fabric Dyeing and Finishing. 
With the exception of older, medium-size 
existing plants, no Ixnoact Is expected for 
this subcategory. In the case of the older 
medium size model, such plants are well 
established In the industry and have a lower 
cost of debt capital, and It is not expected 
that they will cease operation However, their 
after-tax returns are not very high and even 
a moderate investment in pollution control 
eoulpment could result In plant closures for 
the sixteen plants In this subcategory. Much 
of the uncertainty here rests with the out¬ 
come of international trade agreements 
presently under negotiation. 

4. Knit Fabric Dyeing and Finishing. No 
Impacts are expected In thla subcategory. 

5. Carpet Manufacture Dyeing and Finish¬ 
ing. No impacts are expected in thla sub¬ 
category. 

6. Stock and Yarn Dyeing and Finishing. 
The only impact that would be felt In this 
subcategory would be on the existing small 
plants. Pollution Investment costs above 
$130,000 could Impact a plant but not to 
a point where they would still not be profit¬ 
able to operate. Market conditions In terms 
of demand would be the determining factor 
as to whether or not the plant would close. 

The impact of these regulations Is expected 
to be minimal for the textile Industry and 
little or no price Increase Is projected. No 
production curtailment from plant closures 
is projected and there will be a negligible 
effect on profitability on plants which are 
Indirect dischargers Based upon thla anal¬ 
ysis the effects on employment Industry 
growth and international trade are expected 
to be minimal. 

In enforcing optional pretreatment re¬ 
quirements municipalities must be careful 
to assess the economic Impact of any such 
controls on the wool dyeing and finishing 
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subcategory. In addition careful attention 
must be given to the older plants In the 
woven fabric dyeing and finishing subcate¬ 
gory and the small plants In the stock and 
yarn dyeing and finishing subcategory. 

ArrxNotx B— Summary or Public 

PABTICTPATTON 

Prior to this publication, copies of the 
draft document were sent to the Industry 
trade association. Federal agencies, state, 
local, and territorial pollution control agen¬ 
cies. In addition, copies were sent to many 
textile mills which discharge to a POTW. 
Each of these parties was given an oppor¬ 
tunity to participate In the development 
of pretreatment standards by submitting 
written comments. In addition, a public 
meeting was held on February 2. 1077, at 
EPA headquarters in Washington. D.C. at 
which interested parties were Invited to ex¬ 
press their views. Public comments were 
also solicited when pretreatment standards 
for these segments were proposed In the 
PrunAL Rxowtts on July 3. 1074. 

The following responded with comments; 
Amertcan Textile Manufacturers Institute; 
Northern Textile Aasoclatlon; Carpet and 
Rug Institute; State of South Carolina; 
State of Georgia; Klclnachmldt and Dotting; 
and Camp. Dresser and McKee. 

The primary tssuea raided by commenters 
during the development of the pretreatment 
regulations for the textile industry are as 
follows: 

1. Several commenters Indicated there is 
no Justification for national pretreatment 
standards. Occurrence of problems associated 
with the presence of textile waste waters 
In sewer collection systems and at POTW 
U neither consistent nor universal. Further, 
local ordinances include provisions with au¬ 
thority to control these problems. 

The Agency has reviewed all available In¬ 
dustry and POTW data and Information In 
light of these comments and has concluded 
that problems attributable to textile waste 
waters are not consistent or nationwide In 
scope. One reason for this is that textile 
wastes are diluted In public collection sys¬ 
tems. Another reason is that some POTW 
are specifically designed and/or operated to 
receive and treat textile waste waters Also, 
certain textile manufacturing processes pro¬ 
duce waste waters that are easier to treat 
than others. There are many combinations 
of variables which must be considered In 
comparing POTW. Sometimes it Is difficult 
to explain why some POTW have success 
while others fall under seemingly similar 
circumstances. The rreamble to the regula¬ 
tion and the development document are 
intended to provide general assistance to mu¬ 
nicipalities and their consultants in the 
Identification of problems and potential 
solutions. In summary, the Agency has de¬ 
termined that specific pollutant national 
pretreatment standards are not appronrlate 
for the textile industry. The Agency has 
determined that four general prohibitions 
which prohibit pollutants which create a 
fire or exploelon hazard, which cause cor¬ 
rosive damage, which obstruct sewer Tow 
or which upset treatment efficiency are most 
appropriate for POTW and the textile In¬ 
dustry. 

2. A number of comments address treat¬ 
ment costa. Most indicated that treatment 
costs In the North should be higher than 
the South and that costs should be higher 
for urban locations than for rural one* The 
costa for energy were also considered to* 
low. 

The Agency has reviewed the treatment 
design criteria and the capital and annual 
costs and has found that Agency costa r.re 
applicable to the North, the 6outh. urban 


and local situations. There will obvtoii«jy ** 
instances where costs are higher or lowtr 
than those estimated In the Development 
Document but the Agency costa are V/pi^ 
pretreatment coats for average textile ml Ur 
I n urban and rural locations Partteulv 
attention has been given to screening equal. 
Izatlon and neutralization and tht«* coita 
appear to be particularly reasonable One 
ccmmcnter indicated that the sire of equal- 
Izatlon was much larger than typlcallv 
*d. Thus, the Agency’s costs for thh tech- 
nology have been overestimated In Rum- 
mory. the Agency's pretreatment coat* are 
reasonable for estimating economic impacts 
of treatment technology on the industry 

The Agency has also reviewed the energy 
cost data submitted with comments The 
agency recognize* that some electricity rates 
are significantly higher than the 15 cents 
per kilowatt-hour used However, the Airency 
costa are Incremental Increased coats due to 
new pretreatment technology. This addM 
technology will utltze energy at an Incre¬ 
mental cost leas than the area's average In* 
dustrial energy cost These energy coat* ire 
near or below the Agency’s estimate Thus, 
the Acency'a energy usage estimate Li rea¬ 
sonable. 

3 The comment waa made that pretreat¬ 
ment standards were needed for hexavaleffi 
chromium and wool scouring oil and rreaat 

The Agency reviewed Its data bus* for 
chromium and for wool soourtng oil and 
grease. Additional data were collected for 
hcxavalent chromium and for wool icourlnf 
oil and grea«e 

A lack of hexavalent chromium data eilata 
Data from five plants were located and these 
data showed low contributions of hexavalent 
chromium In total chromium analvses In 
only one case was a low level of total chromi¬ 
um mostly In the hexavalent form Becauw 
of the lack of Information and the low level* 
of total chromium reported (maximum i 
mg/ll. no concentration limit Is SDproorUt* 
at this time. However, the Agency is presently 
reconsidering 1083 limitations and win 
specifically Investigate hexavalent chromium 

With regard to wool scouring oil and 
grease. Information waa available from nioe 
plants. Five of these plants which dl*rhargv 
to POTW reported wldelv varying levels of 
oil and grea*e both within and between 
plants Nevertheless, there Is no Indication 
of a problem either at the POTW or tn the 
collection svstem This is probably due to 
their low percent participation in the POTW 
Also, this oil and grease Is from animal 
origin rather than the more rest*tent petro¬ 
leum base. Four other plants treat or pretmt 
wastes In biological systems. One plant re¬ 
ported oil and grease concentrations of about 
1300 mg/1 after centrifugation prior to 
biological treatment After approximate r 50 
hours aeration, the effluent oil and gresw 
was reduced to about 50 ag/L The available 
wool scouring data suggest that high 
waste loads are experienced but that property 
designed and operated POTW can treat tbb 
waste water satisfactorily Therefore, s w 
scouring oil and grease pretreatment Man • 
ard la not required at this time 

§ 410.10 [ Amended ] 

1. Section 410.10 Is amended by insert¬ 
ing the phrases "and to the introduction 
of pollutants into treatment works whten 
are publicly owned” after the 
"discharges.” 

2. Subpart A is amended by adding 
1 410.14 as follows: 
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| 410.1 4 Prelre«trocnl »!« mint'd* for ex¬ 
iting 


For the purpose of establishing pre- 
treatment standards under Section 
J07<b> of the Act for a source within the 
trod scouring subcategory, the provisions 
of 40 CFR Part 128 shall not apply. The 
pretreatment standards for an existing 
uurce within the wool scouring sub- 
category are set forth below. 

ft) No pollutant (or pollutant prop¬ 
erty! introduced Into a publicly owned 
treatment works shall Interfere with the 
operation or performance of the works. 
Specifically, the following wastes shall 
Dot be introduced Into the publicly 
owned treatment works: 

ili Pollutants which create a fire or 
explosion hazard in the publicly owned 
treatment works. 

<2* Pollutants which will cause cor¬ 
rosive structural damage to treatment 
works, but in no case pollutants with a 
pH lower than 5.0. unless the works is 
designed to accommodate such pol¬ 
lutants 

(J> Solid or viscous pollutants in 
amounts which would cause obstruction 
to the flow in sewers, or other interfer¬ 
ence with the proper operation of the 
publicly owned treatment works. 

<4» Pollutants at cither a hydraulic 
flow rate or pollutant flow rate which is 
excessive over relatively short time pe¬ 
riods so liiat there is a treatment process 
upset and subsequent loss of treatment 
efficiency. 

<b» Any owner or operator of any 
source to whi^h the pretreatment stand- 
thl* required bv paragraph (a) of this 
section nre applicable, shall be In com¬ 
pliance with such standards upon the 
effective date of that subsection 

fi 410.20 iAmrndrdl 

3 8ectlon 410 20 is amended by insert¬ 
ing the phrase “and to the introduction 
® pollutants into treatment works which 
we publicly owned” after the word “dis- 

chJiree*;' 

4 subpart B Is amended by adding 
$410.24 as follows: 


$4)0.24 PrHrt'Mtmrnt Mitndard* for r\- 
Ming tourer*. 

For the purpose of establishing pre- 
wwtment standards under Section 307 
of the Act for a source within the 
s? ^nulling subcategory, the provi- 
!*** of 40 CFR Part 128 shall not apply, 
pretreatment standards for an ex- 
source within the wool finishing 
"“category are set forth below. 

•J a (or pollutant prop- 

t+Zl Introduced Into a publicly owned 
}«atment works shall Interfere with 
®e operation or performance of the 
Specifically, the following wastes 
no1 be introduced Into the publicly 
°»^ed treatment works: 
fJiL 4 PollutAnte w ^ich create a fire or 
on hazard in the publicly owned 
^tment works. 

’ 2 J Pollutants which will cause cor- 
r ^ tr nctural damage to treatment 
aw iL but no CA8e pollutants with a 
uu< r than 5.0, unless the works is 


designed to accommodate such pollut¬ 
ants. . 

(3) Solid or viscous pollutants in 
amounts which would cause obstruction 
to the flow In sewers, or other Interfer¬ 
ence with the proper operation of the 
publicly owned treatment works. 

<4> Pollutants at either a hydraulic 
flow’ rate or pollutant flow rate which is 
excessive over relatively short time pe¬ 
riods so that there is a treatment process 
upset and subsequent loss of treatment 
efficiency. 

<b> Any owner or operator of any 
source to which the pretreatment stand¬ 
ards required by paragraph <a> of this 
section are applicable, shall be in com¬ 
pliance with such standards upon the 
effective date of that subsection. 

g 410.30 f Amended | 

5. Section 410.30 is amended by insert¬ 
ing the phrase ‘ and to the introduction 
of pollutants into treatment works which 
are publicly owned” after the word “dis¬ 
charges.” 

6. Subpart C is amended by adding 
I 410.34 as follows: 

5 410.3*1 PrrlrriHment Mnndnrd* for ex¬ 
isting «ourrr*. 

For the purpose of establishing pre¬ 
treatment standards under section 307 
(b) of the Act for a source within the 
dry processing subcategory, the provi¬ 
sions of 40 CFR Part 128 shall not apply. 
The pretreatment standards for an ex¬ 
isting source within the dry processing 
subcategory are set forth below. 

(a) No pollutant (or pollutant prop¬ 
erty) introduced Into a publicly owned 
treatment works shall interfere with the 
operation or performance of the works. 
Specifically, the following wastes shall 
not be Introduced into the * publicly 
owned treatment works: 

(1) Pollutants which create a fire or 
explosion hazard In the publicly owned 
treatment works. 

(2) Pollutants which will cause corro¬ 
sive structural damage to treatment 
works, but in no case pollutants with a 
pH lower than 5.0. unless the works is 
designed to accommodate such pol¬ 
lutants. 

(3) Solid or viscous pollutants in 
amounts which would cause obstruction 
to the flow In sewers, or other interfer¬ 
ence with the proper operation of the 
publicly owned treatment works. 

<4> Pollutants at either a hydraulic 
flow rate or pollutant flow rate which is 
excessive over relatively short time pe¬ 
riods so that there is a treatment process 
upset and subsequent loss of treatment 
efficiency. 

<b> Any owner or operator of any 
source to which the pretreatment stand¬ 
ards required by paragraph <a> of this 
section are applicable, shall be in com¬ 
pliance with such standards upon the 
effective date of that subsection. 

§410.40 [Ammdrd] 

7. Section 410 40 is amended by insert¬ 
ing the phrase “and to the Introduction 
of pollutants into treatment works which 


are publicly owned” after the word “dis¬ 
charges.” 

8. Bubpart D is amended by adding 
4 410.44 as follow’s: 

§ 410.44 Pretrratmrnl Mandurd* for ex¬ 
iting *ourcc*. 

For the purpose of establishing pre¬ 
treatment standards under section 
307(b) of the Act for a source within the 
woven fabric finishing subcategory, the 
provisions of 40 CFR Part 128 shall not 
apply. The pretreatment standards for 
an existing source wrlthin the woven 
fabric finishing subcategory are set forth 
below. 

(a) No pollutant (or pollutant prop¬ 
erty) introduced into a publicly owned 
treatment works shall Interfere with the 
operation or performance of the works. 
Specifically, the following wastes shall 
not be introduced Into the publicly 
owned treatment works: 

(1) Pollutants which create a fire or 
explosion hazard in the publicly owned 
treatment works. 

(2) Pollutants which will cause cor¬ 
rosive structural damage to treatment 
works, but in no case pollutants with a 
pH lower than 5.0. unless the works is 
designed to accommodate such pol¬ 
lutants. 

(3) Solid or viscous pollutants tn 
amounts which would cause obstruction 
to the flow in sewers, or other interfer¬ 
ence with the proper operation of the 
publicly owned treatment works. 

(4) Pollutants at either a hydraulic 
flow’ rate or pollutant flow rate which is 
excessive over relatively short time pe¬ 
riods so that there is a treatment process 
upset and subsequent loss of treatment 
efficiency. 

(b) Any owner or operator of any 
source to which the pretreatment stand¬ 
ards required bv paragraph (a) of this 
section are applicable, shall be in com¬ 
pliance with such standards upon the 
effective date of that subsection 

§410.50 [ Amended ] 

9. Section 410 50 is amended by insert¬ 
ing the phrase “and to the Introduction 
of pollutants into treatment works which 
are publicly owned” after the wnrd “dis¬ 
charges.” 

10. Subpart E is amended by adding 
i 410.54 as follows: 

§ 410.54 Pretrcatmctil Mandat'd* for ex¬ 
isting ftourrr*. 

For the purpose of establishing pre- 
treatment standards under section 307 
ib> of the Act for a source within the 
knit fabric finishing subcategory, the 
provisions of 40 CFR Part 128 fill all not 
apply. The pretreatment standards for 
an existing source within the knit fabric 
finishing subcategory are set forth 
below’. 

(a) No pollutant (or pollutant prop¬ 
erty > introduced into a publicly owned 
treatment works shall interfere with the 
operation or performance of the works 
Specifically, the following wastes shall 
not be introduced into the publicly’ 
owned treatment works: 
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cl) Pollutants which create a fire or 
explosion hazard in the publicly owned 
treatment works. 

(2) Pollutants which will cause cor¬ 
rosive structural damage to treatment 
works, but in no case pollutants with a 
pH lower than 5.0. unless the works Is 
designed to accommodate such pollu¬ 
tants. 

(3) Solid or viscous pollutants in 
amounts which would cause obstruction 
to the flow in sewers, or other inter¬ 
ference with the proper operation of the 
publicly owned treatment works. 

(4) Pollutants at either a hydraulic 
flow rate or pollutant flow rate which is 
excessive over relatively short time peri¬ 
ods so that there is a treatment process 
upset and subsequent loss of treatment 
efficiency. 

<b> Any owner or operator of any 
source to which the pretreatment stand¬ 
ards required by paragraph (a) of this 
section are applicable, shall be in com¬ 
pliance with such standards upon the 
effective date of that subsection. 

8 110.60 [Amended] 

12. Section 410.60 is amended by in¬ 
serting the phrase ‘'and to the introduc¬ 
tion of pollutants Into treatment works 
which are publicly owned'* after the 
word ‘’discharges." 

13. Subpart F is amended by adding 
t 410.64 as follows: 

6 410.61 Pretreat mi ni Mandiirdt for ex¬ 
isting sourrm. 

For the purpose of establishing pre¬ 
treatment standards under section 30? 
fb) of the Act for a source within the 
carpet mills subcategory, the provisions 
of 40 CFR Part 128 shall not apply. The 
pretreatment standards for an existing 
source within the carpet mills subcate¬ 
gory arc set forth below. 

<a> No pollutant (or pollutant prop¬ 
erty) introduced into a publicly owned 
treatment works shall interfere with the 
operation or performance of the works. 
Specifically, the following wastes shall 
not be introduced into the publicly owned 
treatment works: 

(1) Pollutants which create a Are or 
explosion hazard in the publicly owned 
treatment works. 

(2) Pollutants which will cause corro¬ 
sive structural damage to treatment 
works, but in no case pollutants with a 
pH lower than 5.0. unless the works Is 
designed to accommodate such pollut¬ 
ants. 

<3> Solid or viscous pollutants In 
amounts which would cause obstruction 
to the flow in sewers, or other interfer¬ 
ence with the proper operation of the 
publicly owned treatment works. 

(4) Pollutants at cither a hydraulic 
flow rate or pollutant flow* rate which is 
excessive over relatively short time pe¬ 
riods so that there is a treatment process 
upset and subsequent loss of treatment 
efficiency. 

(b) Any owner or operator of any 
source to which the pretreatment stand¬ 
ards required by paragraph (a) of this 
section are applicable, shall be in com¬ 
pliance with such standards upon the 
effective date of that subsection. 


§ 410.70 i Amended 1 

14. Section 410.70 is amended by in¬ 
serting the phrase "and to the introduc¬ 
tion of pollutants into treatment works 
which are publicly owned"’ after the word 
•‘discharges/* 

15. Subpart G is amended by adding 
$ 410 74 as follows: 

§ 410.74 Prflpralmrtil Mafidiird* for ex¬ 
iting wotirrr*. 

For the purpose of establishing pre¬ 
treatment standards under Section 307 
<b> of the Act for a source within the 
stock and vam dyeing and fini shing sub- 
category, the provisions of 40 CFR Part 
128 shall not apply The pretreatment 
standards for an existing source within 
the stock and yam dyeing and finishing 
subcategory are set forth below. 

(a) No pollutant (or pollutant prop¬ 
erty) introduced into a publicly owned 
treatment works shall interfere with the 
operation or performance of the works. 
Specifically, the following wastes shall 
not be introduced into the publicly owned 
treatment works: 

(1) Pollutants which create a fire or 
explosion hazard in the publicly owned 
treatment works. 

(2> Pollutants which will cause corro¬ 
sive structural damage to treatment 
works, but in no case pollutants with a 
nH lower than 5.0. unless the works is 
designed to accommodate such pollut¬ 
ants. 

(3) Solid or viscous pollutants in 
amounts which would cause obstruction 
to the flow in sewers, or other interfer¬ 
ence with the proper operation of the 
publicly owmed treatment works. 

(4» Pollutants at either a hydraulic 
flow rate or pollutant flow rate which 
is excessive over relatively short time 
periods so that there is a treatment 
process upset and subsequent loss of 
treatment efficiency. 

<b> Any owner or operator of any 
source to which the p re treatment stand¬ 
ards required bv paragraph (a) of this 
section are applicable, shall be in com¬ 
pliance with such standards upon the 
effective date of that subsection. 

(PR Doc 77-15054 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 am) 


Title 41—Publfc Contracts and Property 
Management 

CHAPTER 8—VETERANS 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART 8-74—SPECIAL PROCUREMENT 
CONTROLS 

PART 8-75—DELEGATIONS OF 
AUTHORITY 

Miscellaneous Amendments 
AGENCY: Veterans Administration 
ACTION: Final regulation. 

SUMMARY: These parts are revised to 
make technical changes to reflect organ¬ 
izational changes, to revoke obsolete ma¬ 
terial. and to limit the purchasing au¬ 
thority of cemetery superintendents. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: May 26. 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 


Clyde C. Cook. Director. Supply Serr- 

ice. Veterans Administration, Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20420 (202-389-380B 1 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 
Section 8-74.113 is revised to reflect or- 
ganizational changes. Section 8**75.201-1 
is revised to provide the heads of all de- 
nartments and staff offices with equiva¬ 
lent standby authority to procure profes¬ 
sional services. Section 8-75.201-9 con* 
ceming authority to amend contracts for 
drugs and chemicals is revoked as unnec¬ 
essary as a separate, specific deleg aUoa 
Section 8-75.201-11 concerning regis¬ 
tration with the Drug Enforcement Ad¬ 
ministration is revoked as inappropriate 
to Part 8-75. Sections 8-75.201-12 and 
8-75.201-13 are revised to make the tech¬ 
nical correction of including hospital- 
regional office centers. Section 8-75.201- 
14 is revoked to reflect the transfer to the 
Food and Drug Administration of the 
drug Quality assurance program former¬ 
ly conducted by the Marketing Center 
Section 8-75.201-16 is revised to limtt 
the purchasing authority of cemetery 
superintendents to emergency purchase* 
of less than $300. 

Since the proposed changes consist of 
statements of VA organization and prac¬ 
tices. compliance with the provisions of 
38 CFR 1.12 relating to regulatory* de¬ 
velopment is considered unnecessary 

Not* — The Veterans Administration hu 
determined that this document does not con¬ 
tain a major proposal requiring preparation 
of an Inflation Impact Statement under Bi* 
ecutlve Order 11821 and OMB Circular No 
A-107. 

Approved: May 20,1977. 

By direction of the Administrator 

Rufus H. Wilson. 

Deputy Administrator 

1. In §8-74.113, paragraphs <b> and 
(CXI) are revised to read as follows: 

§8-74.113 Telecommunication- equip- 


(b) The descriptive literature to be 
furnished by the contractor after award, 
required by the clause In i 8-7.150-1$, 
is to be reviewed and approved by the 
Telecommunications Service, Depart* 
ment of Data Management, prior to de¬ 
livery and/or installation by the can- 
tractor. Promptly upon receipt of tne 
descriptive literature, contracting officers 
will forward it together with a copy o* 
the contract, the formal specification, or 
the detailed purchase description to the 
Associate Deputy Chief Medical Director 
for Operations (134). 

(c> Solicitations. including those xor 
construction, for telecommunication* 
equipment based on “brand name or 
equal** purchase description <see FPR 
1-1.307-4 to 1-1.307-9 inclusive) are sub¬ 
ject to the following: 

(1) Prior to award, contracting of¬ 
ficers will forward to the Associate Dep¬ 
uty Chief Medical Director for Opera* 
tions (134) the abstract of bids, one copy 
of each offer received, including descrip¬ 
tive literature and pertinent letters, svd 
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tbe comments and recommendations of 
the contracting officer. 


2. Section 8-75.201-1 is revised to read 

w follows: 

| g.73.201 -1 ProfiMmioiuiI 

The Chief Benefits Director. Chief 
Data Management Director. Chief Med¬ 
ical Director, and the Director. National 
Crmetery System, are delegated author¬ 
ity to execute, award and administer con¬ 
tracts for the acquisition of those pro¬ 
fessional services, except architect-engi¬ 
neer, that are authorized by FPR 1-3.204 
This authority is for use only in those 
cases where for cogent reasons the use of 
the servicing supply organization is not 
appropriate. When the authority is used, 
care must be taken to ensure that all pro¬ 
visions of FPR <41 CFRCh. 1) and VAPR 
<41 CFR Ch. 8) are complied with. In 
that connection special emphasis is 
placed on the VAPR provisions regarding 
lecal review. 

51.75.201-9 [Revoked] 

3 Section 8-75.201-9 is revoked 


§ 8-75.201-11 | Revoked J 

4 Section 8-75.201-11 Is revoked. 

5. In S 8-75.201-12. paragraph (a) is 
revised to read as follows: 


(8-75.201—12 loan guaranty program. 

<a> The authority to execute, award, 
and administer contracts, purchase or¬ 
ders and other agreements for the ex¬ 
penditure of funds for supplies or serv¬ 
ices for the maintenance, protection, re¬ 
pair. rehabilitation, enlargement, com¬ 
pletion conversion, or demolition of 
Properties acquired under chapter 37, 
title 38. United States Code, is delegated 
to: 

<D Chief Benefits Director. 

<2> Director, Loan Guaranty Service. 

<3> Director. Regional Office. 

<4> Director. VA Center with Depart¬ 
ment of Veterans Benefits activities. 

<5> Loan Guaranty Officer. 

(6) Assistant Loan Guaranty Officer. 


6. In f 8-75 201-13. paragraph (a) is 
***** to read as follows: 

£ 8-. "5.20 1 —13 Education and rrhahilt 
**Uon program. 


^ xcep * ** stated in this section, th 
u.horny to negotiate, award, and ad 
totter contracts, purchase orders, an 
rr? r agreements for the expenditur 
wrunds for the vocational rehabillta 
nP^ ramU ^legated to: 

Benefits Director. 

Serviced EducaUon and Rehabu 
2! *?! rector < Rcgionnl Office. 

I ? ir * ctor » VA Center with Depart 
•«u of Veterans Benefits activities. 


• • • « 
1^5201.14 [ Revoked 1 

' Section 8-75.201-14 is revoked. 

In 18-75.201-16. paragraph (c) Is 
and paragraph (d) is added so 


that the revised and added material 
reads as follows: 

§ 8—73.201 — 16 National Ometcry Sya- 
tcm. 

Authority for the National Cemetery 
8ystem to procure supplies, equipment 
and nonpersonal services is delegated as 
follows: 


(c> Authority to procure, in emergency 
situations when the servicing supply 
organization cannot be utilized and in 
accordance with the provisions of FPR 
1-3.6. supplies, equipment, and nonper¬ 
sonal services (including construction) 
required for the operation of National 
Cemeteries is delegated to: 

<1> Director and Deputy Director, Na¬ 
tional Cemetery System. 

<2) Director and Deputy Director, Na¬ 
tional Cemetery Supervising Office. 

<d> Authority to procure items and 
nonpersonal services up to 8300 per 
transaction for the operation of National 
Cemeteries is delegated to Cemetery 
Superintendents. The authority is to be 
used only in emergency situations when 
the servicing supply organization cannot 
be utilized, and the method of purchase 
is limited to the use of 8F 44 as provided 
in FPR 1-3.605-1. 

|FR Doc.77-16031 Filed 5-25-77,8:45 am] 


Title 46—Shipping 

CHAPTER I—COAST GUARD. 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

| COD 77-0111 

PART 10—LICENSING OF OFFICERS AND 
MOTORBOAT OPERATORS AND REGIS¬ 
TRATION OF STAFF OFFICERS 

Military Service Exclusion From Licensing 
Requirements for Recency of Service 

AGENCY: Coast Ouard. Department of 
Transportation. 

ACTION: Final Rule 

SUMMARY: This amendment Revises 
experience requirements for an original 
or raise of grade of licenses for officers 
of uninspected vessels in order to bring 
the requirements in line with those for 
other officer licenses. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: This amendment is 
effective on May 26. 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Captain George K. Greiner, Marine 
8afoty Council (O-CMC/81), Room 
8117, Department of Transportation. 
Nosaif Building. 400 Seventh Street, 
8.W., Washington. D.C. 20590 <202- 
426-1477). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Since this amendment merely brings the 
requirements In line with existing re¬ 
quirements for other licenses, it is ex¬ 
empted from notice of proposed rule 
making and public procedure thereon by 
5 UikC. 553(b), and It may be made 
effective in less than 30 days after pub¬ 
lication in the Federal Register because 


5 U.8.C. 553<d) does not apply. The prin¬ 
cipal persons involved in drafting this 
proposal are: Lieutenant Commander 
James Norman, Project Manager, and 
Lieutenant Edward J. OiU. Jr., Project 
Attorney. 

Discussion or Amendment 

The existing experience requirement 
for an original or raise of grade of lic¬ 
enses for officers of uninspected vessels 
does not provide for service in the armed 
forces of the United States to be ex¬ 
cluded from the recency of service re¬ 
quirement. Existing requirements for nil 
other deck and engineer officers’ licenses 
provide for the exclusion. It is the Coast 
Guard's policy that military service be 
excluded from the recency of sendee re¬ 
quirement for an original or raise in 
grade of license of all officers. 

Accordingly. Part 10 of Title 46 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations is 
amended as follows: 

1. By revising 0 10.15-25<d> to read: 

S IO.IS-2S Application and experience 
required for original or rai*e of 
grade. 

• • • • • 

(d) No original license or raise of 
grade shall be issued to any applicant 
unless at least one year of his qualifying 
service shall have been obtained within 
the three years next preceding his appli¬ 
cation for examination. Service In the 
armed forces of the United States shall 
not be counted in computing the three 
years. 

• • • • • 

<RS. 4438a. (46 U8.C. 224 a), 49 UAC. 

1656(b); 49 CFR 1 48(b).) 

Dated: May 18. 1977. 

O. W. Siler. 

US. Coast Guard Commandant. 

|FR Doc 77-15080 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 Am] 

Title 49—Transportation 

CHAPTER X—INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL RULES ANO 
REGULATIONS 

|Ex Forte 252 (Sub-No. 2)] 

PART 1036—INCENTIVE PER DIEM 

CHARGES ON BOXCARS AND GONDOLA 

CARS 

Incentive Per Diem Gondolas 

May 19. 1977. 

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission. 

ACTION: Stay of effective date of regu¬ 
lations pending further Commission 
order. 

SUMMARY: This document stays the 
July 1, 1977 effective date of 0 1036.7 as 
appearing on page 23513 in the Federal 
Register of Monday. May 9. 1977, (Vol. 
40. No. 82), until further order of the 
Commission. 
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FOR F U RT H ER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mrs Janice Rosenak, Deputy Director, 
Section of Rates, Interstate Commerce 
Commission. Washington, D.C. 20423 

Dated* May 19. 1977. 

Robert L. Oswald. 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc 77-16077 Filed 5-26-77:8:45 om| 


Title 7—Agriculture 

CHAPTER IX—AGRICULTURAL MARKET¬ 
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE¬ 
MENTS AND ORDERS: FRUITS. VEGE 
TABLES. NUTS). DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE 

(Valencia Orange Reg 6571 

PART 908—VALENCIA ORANGES GROWN 
IN ARIZONA AND DESIGNATED PART 
OF CALIFORNIA 

Limitation of Handling 

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Serv¬ 
ice. USDA 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: This regulation establishes 
the quantity of California-Arizona Va¬ 
lencia oranges that may be shipped to 
fresh market during the weekly regula¬ 
tion period May 27-June 2. 1977 This 
regulation is needed to provide for or¬ 
derly marketing of fresh Valencia or¬ 
anges for the regulation period because 
of the production and marketing situa¬ 
tion confronting the orange industry. 

EFFECTIVE DATE May 27. 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Charles R Brader, Deputy Director. 
Fruit and Vegetable Division, Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service, U.8 Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture, Washington. 
DC 20260 (202-447-3645). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
ia> Findings d) Pursuant to the 
amended marketing agreement and Or¬ 
der No 908 as amended (7 CFR Part 
908), regulating the handling of Valencia 
oranges grown in Arizona and designated 
part of California, effective under the 
applicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.8.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations and 
information submitted by the Valencia 
Orange Administrative Committee, es¬ 
tablished under the amended marketing 
agreement and order, and upon other 
available information, it \s found that 
the limitation of handling of Valencia 
oranges, as provided in this regulation, 
will tend to effectuate the declared pol¬ 
icy of the act- 

12) The need for tills regulation to 
limit the quantities of Valencia oranges 
that may be marketed from District 1, 
District 2, or District 3 during the speci¬ 
fied week stems from the production and 
marketing situation confronting the 
Valencia orange Industry. 

U) The committee has submitted its 
recommendation for the quantities of 


Valencia oranges that should be mar¬ 
keted during the specified week. The rec¬ 
ommendation, designed to provide equity 
of marketing opportunity to handlers in 
all districts, resulted from consideration 
of the factors covered in the order. The 
committee further reports the fresh 
market demand for Valencia oranges is 
very good. 

Average f.o.b. price was *3.66 per car¬ 
ton on 619 cars for the week ended May 
19. as compared with $3.49 per carton on 
363 cars the previous week. 

Track and rolling supplies at 375 cars 
were up 238 cars from last week. 

(ii) Having considered the recommen¬ 
dation and information submitted by the 
committee, and other available informa¬ 
tion, the Secretary finds tliat the quanti¬ 
ties of Valencia oranges which may be 
handled should be established as pro¬ 
vided in this regulation. 

(3) It is hereby further found that It 
is impracticable and contrary to the 
nubile interest to give preliminary no¬ 
tice, engage in public rule-making pro¬ 
cedure, and postpone the effective date 
of this regulation until 30 days after 
publication in the Federal Register <5 
U.S.C, 553), because the time interven¬ 
ing between the date when information 
becomes available upon which this regu¬ 
lation Ls based and the time when this 
regulation must become effective in order 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act is insufficient. A reasonable time Is 
permitted for preparation for such ef¬ 
fective time; and good cause exists for 
making the regulation effective as speci¬ 
fied. The committee held an open meet- 
ting during the current week, after giv¬ 
ing due notice, to consider supply and 
market conditions for Valencia oranges 
and the need for regulation. Interested 
perr.ons were afforded an opportunity to 
submit information and views at this 
meeting. The recommendation and sup¬ 
porting information for regulation dur¬ 
ing the period specified ivere promptly 
submitted to the Secretary after the 
meeting was held, and Information con¬ 
cerning such provisions and effective 
time has been provided to handlers of 
Valencia oranges. It is necessary, to ef¬ 
fectuate the declared policy of the act. 
to make thLs regulation effective during 
the period specified The committee 
meeting was held on May 24, 1977. 

§ 908.837 Valencia Orange Regulation 

557. 

•••*•• 

<b> Order. (1) The quantities or Va¬ 
lencia oranges grown in Arizona and 
designated parts of California which may 
be handled during the period May 27. 
1977, through June 2, 1977. are hereby 
fixed as follows: 

(i) District 1: 328.000 cartons; 

(il> District 2: 472.000cartons: 

Mil) Districts: Unlimited. 

*2i As used in this section, “handled**, 
“District r. “District 2". “District 3“. and 
“carton** have the same meaning as 
when used in the amended marketing 
agreement and order. 


(Secs. 1-19. 48 SUt. 31. as amended; 7 XJSIL 
601-674 ) 

Dated: May 25.1977. 

Charles R. Bradeh, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division . Agricultural 
Marketing Serrice. 

1 FR Doc 77-15308 Filed 5-25-77:11 53 azn| 

Title 10—Energy 

CHARTER I—NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

PART 31—GENERAL LICENSES FOR 
BYPRODUCT MATERIAL 

PART 32—SPECIFIC LICENSES TO MANU* 

FACTURE, DISTRIBUTE. OR IMPORT 

CERTAIN ITEMS CONTAINING BY 

PRODUCT MATERIAL 

Addition to General License for In Vitro 
Diagnostic Products 

AGENCY: U.8. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION: Final rule. 

SUMMARY: The Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission is amending its regulation* 
to add Mock Iodine-125 to the list of 
radionuclides in the general license for 
medical laboratory use. This rule change, 
requested by The Nucleus of Oak Ridge. 
Tennessee, will benefit the medical 
patient by improving the data for the 
diagnosis of disease. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 27. 1977. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Deborah A. Bozlk, Office of Standards 

Development, U.S. Nuclear Regula¬ 
tory Commission, Washington. D.C. 

20555 (301-443-6911). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On March 24. 1977. the Nuclear Regula¬ 
tory Commission <NRC* published a pro¬ 
posed rule (42 FR 15913) to amend its 
regulations: (1) ft 31.11 to add Mock 
Iodine-125 to the list of radionuclides to 
the general license for in vitro diagnostic 
use; and (2) ft 32 71 to add Mock Iodine- 
125 to the list of radionuclides manu¬ 
factured and distributed for use under 
the in vitro general license. The public 
was invited to submit w»ritten comments 
on the proposed rule by May 9, 1977. and 
no comments were received Therefore, 
the text of ft 31.11 and § 32.71 set out be¬ 
low is identical with the proposed 
amendment. 

The general license in 9 31.11 au¬ 
thorizes any physician, clinical labora¬ 
tory or hospital to receive, acquire, 
possess, transfer or use iodine-125, 
iodine-131, carbon-14, hydrogen -3. se¬ 
lenium-75 and iron-59 for in vitro test¬ 
ing of body fluids. In vitro refers to 
laboratory tests performed outside of the 
human body. 

The Nucleus. Inc., of Oak Ridge Ten¬ 
nessee. filed a petition for rule mail¬ 
ing <PRM 31—2) with the NRC <by let¬ 
ter dated June 23. 1976) requesting tine 
Inclusion of Mock Iodine-125 in the gen¬ 
eral license in ft 31.11. This notice of niie 
making responds to the request of toe 
Nucleus. Inc. 
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Under the Atomic Energy Act of 1954. 
a 5 amended, the Energy Reorganization 
Act of 1974. as amended, and sections 
5$2 and 553 of title 5 of the United 
States Code, the following amendment* 
to Title 10. Chapter I, Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part* 31 and 32 are pub¬ 
lished as a document subject to codifica¬ 
tion 

1. Section 31.11 of 10 CFR Part 31 
a amended by adding new paragraphs. 
<aW7) and (c)(5). and amending para¬ 
graphs (d)(1) and (f) to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

f 31.11 (»rnrral IJrrn*r for of by¬ 
product material for certain in vitro 
clinical or laboratory tiling. 

A general license is hereby issued 
to «ny physician, clinical laboratory or 
hospital to receive, acquire, possess, 
transfer, or use. for any of the follow¬ 
ing stated tests, in accordance with the 
provisions of paragraphs fb). (c). <d>. 
id, and (f) of this section, the follow¬ 
ing byproduct materials in prepackaged 
units: 

• • • • • 

<7> Mock Iodine—125 reference or 
calibration sources, in units not exceed¬ 
ing 0.05 microcurie of iodine-129 and 
• 005 microcurie of americlum-241 each 
for U5e in in vitro clinical or laboratory 
tests not involving internal or external 
administration of byproduct material, or 
the radiation therefrom, to human 
beings or animals. 

• • • • • 

(ci A person who receives, acquires, 
possesses, or uses byproduct material 
pursuant to the general license estab¬ 
lished by paragraph (a> of this section 
shall comply with the following: 

• • • • • 

<5) The general licensee shall dispose 
of the Mock Iodine-125 reference or cali¬ 
bration sources described in paragraph 
<»> i7) of this section as required by 
120301 of this chapter. 

• ••it 

The general licensee shall not re¬ 
ceive, acquire, possess, or use byproduct 
material pursuant to paragraph (a) of 

Uus section: 

(1) Except as prepackaged units 
*hlch are labeled in accordance with 
(he provisions of a specific license Issued 
smder the provisions of I 32.71 of this 
chapter or tn accordance with the pro¬ 
visions of a specific license issued by an 
Agreement State that authorizes manu¬ 
facture and distribution of iodine-125. 
Wine-131, carbon-14. hydrogen-3 (tri- 
selenium-75, iron-59, or Mock 
Wine-125 for distribution to persons 
^crally licensed by the Agreement 


W Any person using byproduct ma- 
te-d Pursuant to the general license of 
9*ragraph <a) of this section is exempt 
rom to* requirements of Parts 19 and 


20 of this chapter with respect to by¬ 
product materials covered by that gen¬ 
eral license, except that such persons 
using the Mock Iodlne-125 described in 
paragraph (a) (7> of this section shall 
comply with the provisions of 55 20 301. 
20 402. and 20 403 of this chapter. 

2. Section 32.71 of 10 CFR Part 32 is 
amended by adding a new paragraph. 
<b> (7). and amending paragraphs (c> 
<1) and (e) to read as follows: 

§ 32.71 Mamtforlurr and di«tnbulion of 
byproduct material for certain in 
vitro clinical or laboratory tcvlin* 
under general lirrn*e. 

An application for a specific license to 
manufacture or distribute byproduct 
material for use under the general li¬ 
cense of 5 31.11 of this chapter will be 
approved if : 

• • • • • 

<b> The byproduct material is to be 
prepared for distribution in prepackaged 
units of: 


(7> Mock Iodine-125 in units not ex¬ 
ceeding 0.05 microcurie of iodinc-129 
and 0.005 microcurie of americium-241 
each 

<c) Each prepackaged unit bears a 
durable, clearly visible label: 

<l> Identifying the radioactive con¬ 
tents as to chemical form and radionu¬ 
clide. and indicating that the amount 
of radioactivity does not exceed 10 ml- 
crocuries of iodine-131, iodine-125, sele- 
nium-75. or carbon-14; 50 microcuries 
ol hydrogen-3 (tritium); 20 microcuries 
of iron-59; or Mock Iodine-126 In unite 
not exceeding 0.05 microcurie of iodine- 
129 and 0.005 microcurie of americium- 
241 each; and 

• • • • • 

<e> The label affixed to the unit, or 
the leaflet or brochure which accompa¬ 
nies the package, contains adequate in¬ 
formation as to the precautions to be 
observed in handling and storing such 
byproduct material. In the case of the 
Mock Iodine-125 reference or calibration 
source, the information accompanying 
the source must also contain directions 
to the licensee regarding the waste dis¬ 
posal requirements set out in 5 20.301 of 
Part 20 of this chapter. 

• • • • • 

(Sec* 81. 161. Pub. Law 83-703. 68 Slat 935. 
948 (42 UB.C. 2111. 2201); Sec. 201. Pub. Law 
93-438. 88 SUt. 1242 (42 UB.C. 5841).) 

Dated at Bethesda. Maryland this 19th 
day of May 1977. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion 

Robert B. Minogue, 

Acting Executive Director 
for Operations. 

| PH Doc.77-16117 Filed 6-25-77;8.45 am | 


| Docket No RM 50 31 

PART 51—LICENSING AND REGULATORY 
POLICY AND PROCEDURES FOR EN 
VIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 

Uranium Fuel Cycle Impacts From Spent 
Fuel Reprocessing and Radioactive 
Waste Management; Reopened Hearing 

AOENCY: U8, Nuclear Regulatory* 
Commission. 

ACTION: Notice of reopened hearing on 
interim rule. 

SUMMARY: The notice provides pro¬ 
cedures for the conduct of a public hear¬ 
ing on the question whether the Com¬ 
mission’s recently adopted interim rule 
• 42 FR 13803. March 14. 1977) specify¬ 
ing environmental impacts from reproc¬ 
essing and waste management in the 
nuclear fuel cycle should be made per¬ 
manent for future use, and If it should 
be altered, in what respect. 

DATE: Written notice of intent to pre¬ 
sent views at the hearing to be furnished 
by June 27. 1977. 

ADDRESS: Written notice of intent to 
present views at the hearing, contain¬ 
ing name of individual and name of 
organization represented, should be sub¬ 
mitted to the Secretary of the Commis¬ 
sion, UB Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. Washington. D.C. 20555. Attention: 
Docketing and 8erv1ce Section. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr Martin O. Malsch, Office of the 
Executive Legal Director, U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission. Washington. 
D.C. 20555. phone 301-492-7203. 

Reopened Hearing 

In the Matter of Amendment of 10 
CFR Part 51—Licensing of Production 
and Utilization Facilities 'Environmental 
Effects of the Uranium Fuel Cycle). 

In November 1972. a document en¬ 
titled ’'Environmental Survey of the Nu¬ 
clear Fuel Cycle” was published by the 
Directorate of Licensing of the Atomic 
Energy Commission (AEC). The pur¬ 
pose of that document was to es¬ 
tablish a technical basis for in¬ 
formed consideration of environmental 
effects of the uranium fuel cycle 
in the environmental impact state¬ 
ments for individual light water power 
reactors (LWR’s). Comments on the En¬ 
vironmental Survey were solicited, and 
an informal rule making hearing was 
held on February 1 and 2. 1973 The pur¬ 
pose of the hearing was to consider pos¬ 
sible amendments of Appendix D of 10 
CFR Part 50 which would, by rule, specify 
the environmental effects of the uranium 
fuel cycle to be factored into the assess¬ 
ment of costs and benefits in environ¬ 
mental impact statements for individual 
LWR’s. Written comments were received 
in response to the Federal Register 
notice, and recommendations for im- 
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provemcnt were offered during the hear¬ 
ings. After consideration of the written 
comments and the hearing record, the 
ABC promulgated the Anal fuel cycle 
rule (so-called Table 8-3) on April 22. 
1974 (39 FR 14189). The AEC indicated 
in its decision that the rule and survey 
would be re-examined from time to time 
to accommodate new information. The 
same Table S-3 was thereafter Included 
in 10 CFR Part 51. 

On July 21. 1976 the United States 
Court of Appeals for the District of 
Columbia decided Natural Resources 
Defense Council v. NRC, a case Involving 
a legal challenge to the fuel cycle rule. 
The court approved the overall approach 
and methodology of the fuel cycle rule. 
It found that, regarding most phases of 
the fuel cycle, the underlying survey rep¬ 
resented an adequate description of the 
processes involved The court noted that 
the survey assembled data on consump¬ 
tion of resources, discussed the risks of 
accidents and other hazards in detail, 
and provided numerous references to the 
scholarly literature and technical reports 
in support of the conclusions as to en¬ 
vironmental impact However, the court 
found that the rule was inadequately 
supported by the record Insofar as it 
treated two particular aspects of the fuel 
cycle—the Impacts from reprocessing of 
spent fuel and the impacts from radio¬ 
active waste management. The U.8. Su¬ 
preme Court has since agreed to review 
the Court of Appeals decision. 

On August 16. 1976. the Commission 
published a General Statement of Policy 
<41 FR 34707> in response to the Natural 
Resources Defense Council v. NRC deci¬ 
sion, and a related decision. Aeschliman 
v. AEC. issued on the same date. The 
Commission announced its intention to 
reopen the rulemaking proceeding on the 
environmental effects of the fuel cycle 
to supplement the existing record and to 
determine whether or not the rule should 
be amended. The Commission directed 
the Staff to prepare a revised and well- 
documented environmental survey deal¬ 
ing with radioactive waste management 
and reprocessing impacts. The revised 
survey was to serve as the basis for an 
interim rule on radioactive waste man¬ 
agement and reprocessing impacts. The 
Commission also noted that after pro¬ 
mulgation of an interim rule, a public 
hearing would be held to facilitate pub¬ 
lic participation on the question whether 
the interim rule should be made perma¬ 
nent for future use. and if it should be 
altered, in what respect 

The revised survey called for by the 
Commission’s General Statement of Pol¬ 
icy—NUREG-0116—was completed in 
October 1976. On October 18. 1976. 
notice was published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister «41 FR 45849) that the survey, an 
impact analysis, and a proposed interim 
rule on waste management and re¬ 
processing impacts were available to the 
public, and that comment on them was 
solicited The revised survey was also 
forwarded to interested Federal agencies 
for comment The comments received, 
and staff analysis thereof, are set forth 


in NUREG- 0216. A response to the com¬ 
ments on the impact analysis was also 
prepared. These documents served os the 
basis for an Interim rule published In ef¬ 
fective form on March 14. 1977 (42 FR 
13803). As indicated in the notice of pro¬ 
posed rulemaking published on October 
18. 1976, the Commission Is considering 
adoption of this interim rule in final 
form. 

The Commission indicated in Its Gen¬ 
eral Statement of Policy that the rules 
for the conduct of the hearing in the 
reopened rulemaking proceeding on the 
final rule would be specified later, after 
receipt and analysis of comments on a 
petition for rulemaking, involving among 
other things the hearing format for this 
proceeding, that had been proposed for 
this purpose bv Natural Resources De¬ 
fense Council. Inc. (NRDC>. 

NRDC’s proposed procedures and the 
comments received thereon have all been 
considered by the Commission. Most of 
the letters of comment (representing 
some sixty-six organizations) that ex¬ 
pressly addressed the procedural as¬ 
pects of the NRDC petition were opposed 
to NRDC’s suggestion as to the scope of 
the reopened proceeding. Only the Union 
of Concerned Scientists and NRDC’s own 
letter of comment supported the sug¬ 
gestion that the scope of the proceeding 
be the entire 8-3 table and not be limited 
to waste management and reprocessing 
matters. As stated in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter notice on the proposed interim rule, 
referred to above, the Nuclear Regula¬ 
tory Commission staff is initiating a 
study designed to examine information 
that has developed since promulgation of 
the fuel cycle rule in 1974 for the pur¬ 
pose of updating the rule in areas other 
than waste management and reprocess¬ 
ing. This study is being initiated as a 
separate matter and will not be com¬ 
pleted for some time. As explained more 
fully below, the Commission believes that 
prompt completion of final rulemaking 
proceedings on waste management and 
reprocessing impacts is in the public 
Interest and. for this reason, the NRDC’s 
suggestion as to scope has not been 
adopted. 

NRDC’s other procedural suggestions 
were essentially to use a modified ver¬ 
sion of the procedures prescribed by the 
Commission for use in the so-called 
GESMO proceeding. ("Environmental 
Statement Mixed Oxide Furl." 41 FR 
1133. January 6.1976). The GESMO pro¬ 
cedures contemplate a legislative-type 
hearing with the possible opportunity for 
a subsequent adjudicatory hearing. 
NRDC recommends this procedural ap¬ 
proach with several significant modifica¬ 
tions Where the GESMO procedures 
would not allow subpoenas "except upon 
a showing of exceptional circumstances." 
NRDC would make the test merely 
whether the subpoenas were "reasonably 
necessary." Similarly, where the GESMO 
procedures allow discovery only where 
"exceptional circumstances" and "com¬ 
pelling justification" are shown. NRDC 
would allow* discovery where "reason¬ 
ably necessary." Finally, while the 


GESMO procedures leave to the Com¬ 
mission’s discretion the question of al- 
lowing cross-examination In a follow- 
on adjudicatory proceeding. NRDC’s pro¬ 
posal would appear to remove that dis¬ 
cretion if a participant makes a "thresh¬ 
old showing" as to the need for such 
additional procedures. 

The GESMO procedures or the modi¬ 
fied GESMO procedures proposed by 
NRDC u*ere supported by the comment 
letters of the California Energy Re- 
sources Conservation and Development 
Commission, the Union of Concerned 
Scientists and the NRDC’s own letter of 
comment. The other ten letters of com¬ 
ment generally supported the use of the 
existing 8-3 procedures, noting that the 
court had implicitly endorsed them if 
administered "in a more sensitive, de¬ 
liberate manner". The commented also 
stated that the procedures proposed by 
NRDC were not required by law and were 
burdensome, complex and time consum¬ 
ing. 

The Administrative Procedure Act. 
which governs riilemaking by the Com¬ 
mission. requires only advance notice 
and opportunity for written comment 
Thus both NRDC’s proposal and the 
original procedures followed in this mat¬ 
ter—which called for an informal public 
hearing with witnesses subject to <nics- 
tiontng by the hearing board—establish 
modes of public participation that gt> 
beyond the requirements generally ap¬ 
plicable to rulemaking under the Ad¬ 
ministrative Procedure Act. However, 
the law is clear that an agency may pro¬ 
vide for public participation beyond the 
statutory requirements In deciding an 
the need for such additional procedures 
in this matter, several factors have b ten 
considered. The procedures must be de¬ 
signed to develop and illuminate the im¬ 
portant matters of fact, policy and law 
that underlie the proposed rule. Also, 
provision for procedures to permit test¬ 
ing or information provided may be ap¬ 
propriate Finally, the need for prompt 
and efficient decisionmaking must be 


considered. 

On the first factor, the experience m 
the original rulemaking proceeding on 
the fuel cycle rule provides an extremely 
useful guide for decision. The original 
procedures proved adequate for develop¬ 
ment and illumination of a wide range 
jf fuel cycle impact issues, including is¬ 
sues related to uranium mining and mul¬ 
ing onerations, fuel fabrication, and en¬ 
richment. True, the record was held in¬ 
adequate on the two matters at 
here, but these issues are of the 
character as the other issues regarding 
which the record did prove adequate 

The procedures recommended b> 
NRDC more closely approach the kina* 
of procedures followed In ad^udicatorr. 
sis opposed to rulemaking, proceedings, 
than do the original fuel cycle rule nr • 
redures. In many (but not all) 
as stated thev resemble the OESMO pro¬ 
cedures. To the extent they go further 
for example in providing for wore 
tensive discovery, they embody clemen 
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of formality and adversaries* the Com- 
mission believes are Inappropriate for 
th**e proceedings. Moreover, the OESMO 
proceeding has not proceeded to any ftd- 
I’jdiciiory stage, and therefore the Com¬ 
mission has no directly applicable ex¬ 
perience to draw upon regarding how the 
procedures there adopted will work The 
court here Indicated that the procedures 
previously employed could suffice, and In¬ 
deed did for other Issues. 

Finally there Is a need for a prompt 
decision. The final rule will be applied 
to nuclear power plant licensing proceed¬ 
ings then pending. Construction and op¬ 
eration of nuclear power plants entail 
commitments of resources measured In 
terms of billions of dollars and have a 
tignifleant impact on both national and 
local needs and programs. The Commis¬ 
sion does not expect these hearings to 
resolve finally the important questions 
regarding waste management and other 
activities associated with the back end 
of the fuel cycle. Their limited role In 
assisting the development of environ¬ 
mental impact analyses Is an appropriate 
factor to be considered. Indeed prompt 
completion of this reopened hearing 
will facilitate prompt identification and 
consideration of any new Information 
which may be developed This informa¬ 
tion can then be brought to bear on 
these nuclear rower plant licensing de¬ 
epens bv application of the final rule. 

Accordingly, notice is hereby given 
that the rules for the conduct of the re¬ 
opened hearing and the authorities and 
responsibilities of the Hearing Board will 
be the same as originally applied in this 
matter (38 FR 49. January 3. 1973) ex¬ 
cept that specific provision is hereby 
made for the Hearing Board to entertain 
ttfgestions from participant* as to ques¬ 
tions which the Board should ask of wit- 
wsse* for other partilcipants. The Com¬ 
mission is confident that these proce¬ 
dure can and will be applied by the 
Hearing Board in a sensitive and careful 
fashion so as to assure the ventilation 
and consideration of waste management 
and reprocessing issues called for by the 
Court in Natural Resources Defense 
Council v NRC. The Commission intends 
to monitor carefully the course of the 
f*°ceedtng to assure that this goal is 


achieved. The location of the hearing 
will be announced in a separate Federal 
Register notice. The exact time for com¬ 
mencement of the hearing will be estab¬ 
lished by the Hearing Board. A Hearing 
Board consisting of Michael L. Glaser. 
John H. Buck, and R. Beecher Briggs will 
preside. Michael L. Glaser is an attorney 
and member of the law firm of Glaser 
and Fletcher. P. C.. in Washington. D.C. 
He is a member of the District of Colum¬ 
bia and Maryland bar* and has been a 
part-time member of the Atomic Safety 
and Licensing Board Panel since 1972. 
Mr. Glaser will serve as chairman of the 
hearing board. John H. Buck Is Vice- 
Chairman of the Atomic Safety and li¬ 
censing Appeal Panel. He has served as 
a member of this panel since 1969. Dr. 
Buck w as formerly Chief Physicist at the 
Oak Ridge National Laboratory. He was 
a member of the hearing board for the 
Emergency Core Cooling System rule- 
making hearings of the United States 
Atomic Energy Commission that took 
place in 1973. He is a Fellow of the Amer¬ 
ican Association for the Advancement of 
Science and a Fellow of the American 
Physical Society. R. Beecher Briggs has 
been a part-time member of the Atomic 
Safety and Licensing Board Panel since 
1966. 

Previous to his retirement In 1975. Mr. 
Briggs was Senior Research Engineer at 
Oak Ridge National laboratory and had 
formerly served as Director of the Molten 
Salt Reactor Program and Director of 
Homogeneous Reactor Projects and Re¬ 
actor Experimental Division. He is pres¬ 
ently a consultant for Oak Ridge Na¬ 
tional Laboratory, operated by the Union 
Carbide Nuclear Division, and for Union 
Carbide Corporation, with the latter on 
subjects unrelated to nuclear energy. 

Any person who intends to present 
views at the hearing should furnish in 
writing his name and the name of the 
organization he represents to the Secre¬ 
tary of the Commission by June 27, 1977. 
The subject of the hearing will be con¬ 
fined to the environmental effects of 
spent fuel reprocessing and radioactive 
waste management in the light water 
power reactor uranium fuel cycle, and to 
the question whether the outcome of the 
interim rulemaking should be made per¬ 
manent for future use. or if it should be 


altered in what respects. In this regard, 
the light water power reactor uranium 
fuel cycle should be taken as including, 
alternatively (1) no reprocessing of spent 
fuel and follow-on Interim and/or long¬ 
term storage or disposal of spent fuel, or 
i2) reprocessing spent fuel for purposes 
other than recycle of plutonium, with 
follow-on interim and/or long-term 
storage or disposal of plutonium and 
waste* from reprocessing, with pluto¬ 
nium either separated from or included 
with the wastes. 1 The matter of possible 
changes to the impacts from spent fuel 
reprocessing and radioactive waste man¬ 
agement in the light water power reactor 
fuel cycle arising from the possible re¬ 
processing and subsequent wide-scale use 
of mixed oxide fuel is being addressed 
separately in the proceeding on the wide- 
scale use of mixed oxide fuel (Docket No. 
RM-50-5). Both NUREO-0116 and 
NUREG-0216 will be included in the 
hearing record. The NRC Staff has 
initiated a study designed to examine in¬ 
formation that has developed since pro¬ 
mulgation of the fuel cycle rule for the 
purpose of generally updating the rule in 
other sub}ect area*. This updating will 
be the subject of a separate rulemaking 
proceeding. 

For further information on this mat¬ 
ter. interested persons should consult 
NUREO-Ol 16 and NUREG-0216. copies 
of which are on file in the Commission’s 
Public Document Room at 1717 H Street 
NW.. Washington. D.C. Documents re¬ 
lied upon in preparing NUREO-Ol 16 and 
NUREO-0216 will also be made available 
for public inspection at the same 
location. 


Dated at Washington. DC. this 20th 
day of May 1977. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 


Samuel J. Chxlk. 
Secretary of the Commission. 


(PR Doc 77 15141 Plied 6-25-77.8 45 am) 


’The Commission recognizes that 1U re- 
iwewroent or OESMO <42 FR 22964. May 5. 
1977) may call for a change In scope of thia 
hearing on the final Table S-3 rule. The 
Commission, rather than the Hearing Board, 
will make that decuton It and when 
necewsary 
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This section of tt>» FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to ttie public of the proposed issuance of rules and regulations. The purpose of 
these notices is to give Interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rule rnekfng prior to the adoption of tha final rules. 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 
[ 10 CFR Part 170 ] 

PROPOSED REVISION OF LICENSE FEE 
SCHEDULES 

Extension of the Public Comment Period 

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion 

ACTION. Extension of period for pub¬ 
lic comment on proposed rule. 

8UMMARY: The Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission extends until July 1. 1977 
the period for public comment on the 
proposed schedule of fees for facilities 
and materials licenses that appeared in 
the PrnrKAL Register on May 2. 1977 (42 
FR 22149). This extension is in response 
to a request from the General Atomic 
Company for additional time to com¬ 
ment 

DATE: Comments must be received on 
or before July 1.1977. 

ADDRESSES: Written comments should 
be submitted to the Secretary of the 
Commission. US. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Washington. D.C. 20555. 
Attention: Docketing and Service 

Branch. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr W. O. MlUer. OfTice of Adminis¬ 
tration. U S. Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission. Washington. D.C. 20555. 301- 
492-7225 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On May 2. 1977. the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission published proposed amend¬ 
ments to Title 10. Chapter I, Code of 
Federal Regulations. Part 170, revising 
the Commission's schedule of fees for fa¬ 
cilities and materials licenses (42 FR 
22149* Interested persons were Invited 
to submit to the Secretary of the Com¬ 
mission by June l. 1977. written com¬ 
ments for consideration in connection 
with the proposed amendments. 

The Secretary has since received a re¬ 
quest from the General Atomic Com¬ 
pany. San Diego. California, asking that 
the comment period be extended to July 
l. 1977. Oeneral Atomic notes that addi¬ 
tional information relevant to the pro¬ 
posed amendments was presented at a 
public meeting on May 12. 1977. and 
that additional time is necessary to con¬ 
sider this new Information. 

In view of the Amount and complexity 
of the material encompassed by the pro¬ 
posed new fee schedule and the Intro¬ 
duction of new information at the pub¬ 
lic meeting, the request for an extended 
comment period appears justified. Ac¬ 


cordingly. and pursuant to 10 CFR 2.808 
<b>. the period for public comment is 
extended to July 1.1977 

Dated at Washington. D.C. this 23rd 
day of May, 1977. 

Samuel J. Chilk. 

Secretary of the Commission. 

|FR,Doc 77-15116 Filed 5-25-77:8 45 Am) 


FEDERAL ELECTION 
COMMISSION 

[ 11 CFR Ch. II] 

(Notice 1977-31J 

SOLICITATIONS BY SEPARATE SEGRE¬ 
GATED FUNOS OF LABOR ORGANIZA¬ 
TIONS 

ACTION: Proposed Regulation. 

SUMMARY: This notice contains a re¬ 
quest for comments for a proposed regu¬ 
lation regarding solicitations by the 
separate segregated funds of labor orga¬ 
nizations. 

CLOSE OP COMMENT PERIOD. June 
27.1977 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Daniel J. Swlillnger. Assistant General 
Counsel. 523-4960. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Commission requests public com¬ 
ment in the form of suggested language 
for a regulation concerning the scope of 
a labor organization's right to use a 
method of solicitation once that method 
has been used by a corporation, see 11 
CFR I14.5<k> (41 FR 35959. August 25. 
1976> and 2 UB.C. 441b<b>i6i. 

The Commission publishes the follow¬ 
ing series of questions to describe the 
Issues to be addressed in the comments: 

<1» If a corporation with a separate 
segregated fund makes payroll deduction 
and/or stock dividends withholding 
available to its "executive and adminis¬ 
trative personnel and stockholders only 
through December 31. 1977. and a labor 
organization representing members 
working for the corporation makes a 
request during that period for payroll 
deduction for Its members, during what 
period is the corporation required to pro¬ 
vide payroll deduction for those labor 
union members? 

(2) If the corporation makes pavroil 
deduction and/or stock dividend with¬ 
holding available only through Decem¬ 
ber 31. 1977. and no labor organization 
representing members working for the 
corporation makes a request for payroll 
deduction for its members until January 
1. 1978. or later, is the corporation re¬ 


quired to provide payroll deduction for 
those labor union members? If so. for 
what period? 

<3> If the corporation makes payroll 
deduction and/or stock dividend with¬ 
holding available only during the months 
of April, May. June and July of 1971 
and a labor organization representing 
members working for the corporation 
makes a request during that period for 
payroll deduction for its members, dur¬ 
ing what period is the corporation re¬ 
quired to provide payroll deduction for 
those labor union members ? 

<4 1 If the corporation makes payroll 
deduction and/or stock dividend with¬ 
holding available only during the month* 
of April. May, June and July of 1977. 
and no Labor organization representing 
members working tor the corporation 
makes a request for payroll deduction for 
Its members until August 1. 1977, or later, 
ts the corporation required to provide 
pavroil deduction for those labor union 
members? If so. for what period? 

(5> If the corporation makes payroll 
deduction and'or stock dividend with¬ 
holding available during a calendar year 
and one labor organization representing 
members working for the corporation 
makes a valid and timely request for pay¬ 
roll deduction for Us members, but an¬ 
other labor organization which repre¬ 
sents other members working for the 
corporation fails to make a request dur¬ 
ing the calendar year. Is the corporaUon 
required to provide payroll deduction for 
those members of the labor organization 
which failed to make a timely request? 
If so. for what period? 

«6> If the corporation makes payroll 
deduction and/or stock dividend with¬ 
holding available to executives and stock¬ 
holders of a subsidiary corporaUon 
which does not have any employees who 
are members of a labor organization h 
the corporation required to make payrwi 
deduction withholding available to labor 
union members employed by another sub¬ 
sidiary corporation of the same parent 
corporation? 

The Commission requests that com¬ 
ments be submitted in the form of a pro¬ 
posed regulation to cover the issues 
raised by the questions. Comments 
should be submitted on or before June 
27, 1977 to Regulation Section, Office of 
General Counsel, Federal Election Com¬ 
mission. 1325 K Street. N.W., Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20463. 

Dated: May 23. 1977. 

Joan D. Aikens, 

Vice Chairman for the 
Federal Election Commission 

(FR Doc.77-15075 Filed 5 - 25 - 77:8 45 am) 
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DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 
[ 14 CFR Chapter I ] 

| Docket No. >4581; Reference Advance 
Notice 78-17J 

DISTANCE TO-GO RUNWAY MARKERS 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion DOT (FAA). 

ACTION: Withdrawal of advance notice 
of proposed rule making. 

SUMMARY: This notice withdraws Ad¬ 
vance Notice No. 75-17 <40 FR 202*9; 
published May 9 1975) In which the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Administration Invited 
public participation in the ldentication 
and selection of a course or alternate 
courses of action with respect to possible 
rale making: (1) To require that dis¬ 
tance-to-go runway markers be In¬ 
stalled every 1,000 feet on all runways 
Btlllrcd by turbine-powered airplanes 
and (2) to provide a pilot with runway 
length information to assist him in mak¬ 
ing takeoffs and landings. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr Raymond E. Ranmkls. Regulatory 
Projects Branch, AFS-940, Safety Reg¬ 
ulations Division. Flight Standards 
Service, Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion, 800 Independence Avenue SW.. 
Watfimgton, D.C. 20591; telephone 
202-755-8716. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
As explained in the advance notice, the 
Air Line Pilots Association <ALPA> peti¬ 
tioned the Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion to amend the Federal Aviation neg¬ 
ations to require distance-to-go marker 
boards every 1.000 feet on all runways 
tJiilized by turbine-powered airplanes. 
The reasons for the AUPA petition, as 
Rt forth in the Advance Notice <No. 75- 
I7f. are based on the ALPA belief that 
distance-to-go marker boards every 1.000 
feet on the runway would provide the 
Pilot with his location on the runway and 
w»t this information would assist him in 
determining the safest course of action 
to follow in the event of an emergency 
situation. 

The ALPA petition did not include a 
RN*Po<al that the use of the runway 
Barkers by pilots of turbine-powered alr- 
Jtoes be mandatory. In its comment to 
we public docket concerning Notice No. 
♦k l7, t ^ )e ALPA stated that it encourages 
«>e use of runway distance-to-go mark- 
** but that they should be used only os 
w Additional piece of information and 
J* Pilot’s discretion. The ALPA be¬ 
lieves that there should not be a required 
WvAtional procedure based on the ex- 
of the runway distance-to-go 
toarkerv 

tk A n y raw majority of the comments to 
r* ®dvance notice, the total of which 
weeded one hundred and twenty-five. 
•r? Wrxxed to requiring the installa- 
jT 1 °* distance-to-go runway markers, 
general, opposition centered around 
* high cost of installation and maln- 
mmx ^ of the markers when compared 


to what many believe are limited benefits 
to be derived from their installation. 

Some airport operators opposed the 
installation of runway markers primarily 
because of the expense of installation 
and maintenance and because the use of 
them at some of the larger airports has 
proved unsatisfactory. One airport oper¬ 
ator reported that markers installed and 
maintained by the military at a large 
civil airport are difficult to maintain, 
subject to frequent damage from jet 
blast, and cannot be adjusted to display 
the correct information when a runway 
threshold is temporarily displaced. 

In its comment on the advance notice, 
the Air Transport Association of Amer¬ 
ica <ATA) noted that, in early 1971. as a 
result of an NTSB recommendation that 
distance-to-go runway markers be in¬ 
stalled. the airlines reviewed the matter 
in some detail. It was concluded that any 
attempt to use distance-U>-go runway 
markers or to use the Instrument Navi¬ 
gation System for acceleration rate in¬ 
formation to V, (critical-engine-failure) 
speed was not feasible for airline opera¬ 
tions. The ATA notes that it was the 
opinion of the airlines at that time, based 
on Individual investigations and experi¬ 
ence, that acceleration checks during 
takeoff roll could cause more exposure to 
accidents than the procedure might 
prevent. 

With respect to acceleration time to 
V,. another commentator suited that the 
use of stopwatch informaUon is the most 
accurate source available. Moreover, 
other comments asserted that informa¬ 
tion regarding aircraft location on the 
runway is available from approach plates 
and airport diagrams. Another person 
opposed to mandatory installation of 
runway markers noted that, during low 
visibility takeoffs and landings, the oc¬ 
casions when the markers would osten¬ 
sibly be used, their visibility would be 
limited due to pilot concentration on the 
runway centerline. One commentator as¬ 
serted that outside scan beyond the pe¬ 
riphery of the runway Is undesirable 
during low visibility operations. 

The FAA agrees that use of the run¬ 
way markers during takeoff might result 
in a potentially unsafe situation since 
the pilot not in control would be required 
to monitor passage of the markers. This 
would divert his attention from ade¬ 
quately monitoring engine and flight in¬ 
struments and would increase the prob¬ 
ability of his failing to call out the V, 
speeds at the proper time during a most 
critical period of the takeoff. 

A further objection voiced by the ATA 
was that it fears that the use of the 
markers on takeoff might increase ex¬ 
posure to unnecessary high speed aborts 
and subsequent exposure to abort over¬ 
runs. The ATA states that the airlines 
also concluded that the benefits of run¬ 
way distance-to-go markers on landing 
roll are minimal. 

With respect to emergency situations 
when an abort may be necessary, air¬ 
plane flight manuals currently Incor¬ 
porate accelerate stop distance informa¬ 
tion which assures adequate runway In 
the event of an emergency abort. The 


FAA believes that the procedures used 
bv the airlines for setting and cross¬ 
checking takeoff V, reference speeds are 
adequate and that the balanced field 
length concept is safe and reasonable. 
An Air Carrier Operations Bulletin <No. 
72-6) was issued by the FAA to assure 
that air carrier training programs and 
operating procedures emphasize the ne¬ 
cessity for flight crews to assure that 
takeoff V, speeds accurately reflect all 
pertinent considerations prior to takeoff. 

Numerous commentators noted that, 
without cockpit procedures that involve 
the use of runway markers, the markers 
would be ignored or relegated to the cat¬ 
egory of "nice to know" but not neces¬ 
sary information. The lack of procedures 
has caused some commentators to con¬ 
clude that other, more widely used air¬ 
port Improvements, including VASI and 
other visual aids, should be given prec¬ 
edence. 

With respect to the costs Involved in 
the installation of distance-to-go run¬ 
way markers on all runways used by tur¬ 
bine-powered airplanes. FAA study of 
the matter has led to the conclusion that, 
to be useful under low visibility condi¬ 
tions and during hours of darkness, dis- 
tance-to-go markers would require in¬ 
terior-lighted transparent panels visible 
from both take-off directions, with nu¬ 
merals easily readable at distances be¬ 
yond 500 feet. Due to obstruction clear¬ 
ance criteria, markers would require 
lateral offset of 75 feet or more, depend¬ 
ent upon height. If elevated to avoid 
snow obliteration, markers would require 
greater offset, and correspondingly 
greater size for readability. 

Cost sampling for commercially avail¬ 
able markers indicates that an accept¬ 
able marker would cost from $1,000 to 
$2,000 installed, dependent upon sire, 
construction, offset distance, electrical 
wiring requirements, and other related 
factors. A typical 7.000-foot runway re¬ 
quiring approximately 14 distance-to- 
go markers would, therefore, require an 
expenditure of $14,000 to $28,000. There 
are currently 402 airports In the United 
States that ore certificated under Part 
139, with a total of 777 runways capable 
of turbojet operations. If adopted, this 
proposal would cost from $10 8 to $21.7 
million for those Airports receiving on- 
carrier sendee. No attempt has been 
made to calculate costs for an additional 
834 airports with 5.000-foot paved run¬ 
ways that are not certificated under 
Part 139. but are fully capable of accom¬ 
modating turbine powered aircraft. 

A further consideration with respect 
to evaluation of the cost of installation 
of distance-to-go runwav markers is the 
fact that, by virtue of the Metric Con¬ 
version Act of 1975, Pub. L. 94-168 <89 
Stat. 1007). it is the policy of the United 
States to coordinate and plan the in¬ 
creasing use of, and eventual voluntary 
conversion to. the metric system. Ac¬ 
cordingly. until that conversion is com¬ 
pleted. the adoption of a runway mark¬ 
ing system that would later require con¬ 
version to the metric system without a 
proportionally significant benefit to 
safety in air commerce Is not Justified. 
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The PAA determined that use of dis¬ 
tance- to-go runway markers would pro¬ 
vide an additional means of determining 
airplane performance during takeoff and 
landing provided supporting perform¬ 
ance data are made available in the air¬ 
plane Flight Manual However, based on 
the analysis of comments received in re¬ 
sponse to Notice No. 75-17, costs for in¬ 
stallation of dlstance-to-go runway 
markers, and their possible obsolescence 
due to metrication, the FAA has deter¬ 
mined that their installation at the pres¬ 
ent time w f ould not be practical, and in 
the interim period could be counterpro¬ 
ductive in safety of operations. 

The FAA has determined that rule- 
making action on the ALPA proposal is 
not warranted at the present time. How¬ 
ever. withdrawal of the advance notice 
does not preclude the FAA from issuing 
similar notices in the future due to a 
change in circumstances, nor does it 
commit the FAA to any course of action. 

The principal authors of this docu¬ 
ment are Joe N. Cate. Jr.. Air Carrier 
Regulations Branch. Flight Standards 
Service, and Margaret C. 8weeney. Office 
of the Chief Counsel. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Advance Notice of Proposed Rule Mak¬ 
ing published in the Federal Register 
(40 FR 20289) on May 9. 1975. and cir¬ 
culated as Notice No. 75-17. entitled 
"Distance-to-Oo Runway Markers", is 
hereby withdrawal. 

(Secs. 313'a) and SOI of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (49 U 8 .C. 1354(a) and 1421) and 
section 6 (c) of the Deoartment of Trans¬ 
portation Act (49 USC. 1855(C)).) 

Issued in Washington. D C., on May 17, 
1977 

R. P. Skully, 

Director. 

Flight Standards Service . 

|FR Doc 77-14821 Filed 5-25-77;8 45 ami 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 ] 

(Docket No. 77-80-131 

DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL AIRWAYS. 
AREA LOW ROUTES. CONTROLLED AIR 
SPACE. AND REPORTING POINTS 

Proposed Designation of Transition Area 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion (FAA), DOT. 

ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rulemak¬ 
ing 

SUMMARY: A public use instrument ap¬ 
proach procedure is being developed for 
the Marathon. Florida. Airport, and ad¬ 
ditional controlled airspace is required 
for containment of IFR operations This 
proposed rule will designate the Mara¬ 
thon. Florida, transition area and will 
lower the base of controlled airspace In 
the vicinity of the airport from 1200 to 
700 feet to accommodate the anticipated 
IFR operations. 

COMMENT DATE: Comments must be 
received on or before July 5.1977. 

ADDRES8 * Send comments on the pro¬ 
posal to Federal Aviation Administration, 
Chief. Air Traffic Division, P.O. Box 
20636, Atlanta. Georgia 30320. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Donald Ross. Airspace and Procedures 

Branch. Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion. P.O. Box 20636. Atlanta, Georgia 

30320. telephone 404-763-7646. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Comments Invited 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rulemaking by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket number and 
be submitted In triplicate to the Director. 
Southern Region, Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration, Attention: Chief, Air Traf¬ 
fic Division, P.O. Box 20636. Atlanta, Oa. 
30320 All communications received on 
or before July 5. 1977, will be considered 
before action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. The proposal contained in 
this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received. All comments sub¬ 
mitted will be available, both before and 
after the closing date for comments, in 
the Rules Docket for examination by in¬ 
terested persons. A report summarizing 
each public contact with PAA personnel 
concerned with this rulemaking will be 
filed in the public, regulatory docket. 

Availability or NPRM 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
notice of Droposed rulemaking < NPRM > 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of Public 
Affairs. Attention: Public Information 
Center. APA-430. 800 Independence Ave¬ 
nue. SW„ Washington. D C. 20591, or by 
calling 202-426-8058. Communications 
must identify the notice number of this 
NPRM, Persons interested in being 
placed on a mailing list for future 
NPRMs should also request a copy of 
Advisory Circular No. 11-2 which de¬ 
scribes the application procedures. 

The Proposal 

The FAA is considering an amendment 
to 8ubpart O of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71 > 
to designate the Marathon. Fla , 700-foot 
transition area This action will provide 
additional controlled alraoace to accom¬ 
modate aircraft performing IFR opera¬ 
tions at Marathon Flight Strip Airport. 

Accordingly, the Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration proposes to amend 5 71181 
of Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regu¬ 
lations (14 CFR 71) by adding the 
following: 

Marathon. Florida 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feel above the surface within a 6.5-mlle 
radius of Marathon Flljrht Strip (Lat. 
24*43 33'' N.. Long 81*03*06" W ); within 3 
miles each aide of the 251 * bearing from the 
Marathon RBN. extending from the 6.5-mlle 
radius area to 8-6 miles west of the RBN: 
excluding the portion outside the continental 
llmtls of the United Statee 

Drafting Information 

The principal authors of this docu¬ 
ment are Donald Ross. Airspace and Pro¬ 
cedures Branch, Air Traffic Division and 
Ronald R Hagadone. Office of Regional 
Counsel Federal Aviation Administra¬ 


tion. PO. Box 20636, Atlanta. Georgia 
30320 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of 8ec. 307(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended <49 
U.8.C. 1348(a)) and Sec. 6*c) of the 
Department of Transportation Act <49 
U.S.C. 1655(0). 

Note.—T he Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion has determined that this document doe* 
not contain a majqr proposal requiring prep* 
station of sn Economic Impact Statement 
under Executive Order 11821, as amended by 
Executive Order 11949. and OMB Circular 
A-107. 

Issued in East Point. Oa . on May 13. 
1977. 

George R. LaCaille, 
Acting Director, 
Southern Region . 

(FR Doc 77-14802 Filed 5-25-77.8:45 am| 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 J 

(Docket No. 77-80-161 

DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL AIRWAYS. 
AREA LOW ROUTES. CONTROLLED AIR 
SPACE, AND REPORTING POINTS 

Proposed Alteration of Transition Area 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion (FAA). DOT. 

ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rule- 
making. 

8UMMARY: A public use instrument ap¬ 
proach procedure is being developed for 
the Mount Olive Municipal Airport and 
additional controlled airspace is required 
for containment of IFR operations. This 
proposed rule will alter the Goldsboro 
transition area by lowering the base of 
controlled airspace in the vicinity of the 
airport from 1200 to 700 feet. 

COMMENT DATE: Comments must be 
received on or before July 5. 1977. 

ADDRESS Send comments on the pro¬ 
posal to Federal Aviation Administration. 
Chief. Air Traffic Division. P.O Box 
20636. Atlanta, Oeorgia 30320 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

C. Herman Thompson. Airspace and 
Procedures Branch, Federal Aviation 
Administration. P.O. Box 20636. At¬ 
lanta Georgia 30320. telephone 404- 
763-7646. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 


Comments Invited 

Interested persons may participate In 
the proposed rulemaking by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket num¬ 
ber and be submitted In triplicate to tn 
Director. Southern Region. Attention 
Chief, Air Traffic Division. Federal Arm- 
tion Administration. P.O. Box 20636 Ai- 
lanta, Oeorgia 30320. All communications 
received on or before July 5, 1977. wW 
considered before action is taken on in 
proposed amendment The proposal con¬ 
tained in this notice may be changed. 0 
the light of comments received. All com¬ 
ments submitted will be available. 
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before and after the closing date for 
comments, in the Rules Docket for exam¬ 
ination by Interested persons. A report 
summarizing each public contact with 
PAA personnel concerned with this rule- 
making will be filed in the public, regu¬ 
latory docket 

Availability or NPRM 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration. Office of Public 
Affairs. Attention: Public Information 
Center. APA-430, 800 Independence Ave¬ 
nue. SW, Washington. D C. 20591. or 
calling 202-428-8058. Communications 
must Identify the notice number of this 
HPRM Persons interested in being placed 
on a mailing list for future NPRM*s 
should also request a copy of Advisory 
Circular No. 11-2 which describes the 
application procedures. 

The Proposal 

The FAA is considering an amendment 
to Subpart O of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations <14 CFR Part 71 > 
to alter the Goldsboro. North Carolina. 
700-foot transition area. This action will 
provide Additional controlled airspa ce to 
accommodate aircraft performing IFR 
operations at the Mount Olive Municipal 
Airport. 

Accordingly, the Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration proposes to amend ( 71181 
of Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regu¬ 
lations G4 CFR 71 > by altering the 
Goldsboro transition area as follows: 

"* # • northeast of the ..will b© 

deleted and “• • • northeast of the RBN: 
vtthtn a 6 5-mile radius of Mount Olive 
Municipal Airport (Lat. 3SM3'24" N.. Long. 
78*02 21" W ); • • •** will be substituted 
therefor. 

Drafting Information 

The principal authors of this docu¬ 
ment are C. Herman Thompson. Air- 
«P*ce and Procedures Branch. Air Traf¬ 
fic Division and Richard L. Faber. Office 
of Regional Counsel, Federal Aviation 
Administration. P.O. Box 20636. Atlanta. 
Georgia 30320. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of Sec. 307(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958. as amended <49 
USC. 1348(a)) and Sec. 6(c) of the De¬ 
partment of Transportation Act (49 
USC. 1655(c)). 

Hvn .'The Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion has determined that this document does 
not contain a major proposal requiring prop- 
nation cf an Economic Impact Statement 
oader Executive Order 11821. ss amended by 
pecutlvs Order 11949. and OMB Circular 
A-107. 

, Ea8t Point. Ga. t on May 13. 

1977. 

George R. LaCaxlle, 

Acting Director . 

Southern Region. 

IPR Doc 77 U801 Filed 5-25-77:8:46 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Customs Service 
[19 CFR Part 22] 

DRAWBACK CLAIMS 

Proposed Amendment to the Customs Reg¬ 
ulations Relating to Retention of Records 

AGENCY: United States Customs Serv¬ 
ice. 

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY: This document contains a 
proposed change in the regulations per¬ 
taining to the retention of certain speci¬ 
fied records relating to drawback claims. 
This change in the record retention re¬ 
quirement is made necessary by the ac¬ 
celerated payment of drawback claims 
procedure. The change is Intended to pre¬ 
vent the premature destruction of the 
required records. 

DATE: Comments must be received on 
or before: June 27. 1977. 

ADDRESS- Comments may be addressed 
to the Commissioner of Customs, Atten¬ 
tion: Regulations and Legal Publications 
Division. 1301 Constitution Avenue NW.. 
Washington. D C. 20229. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Richard M. Belanger, Attorney, Regu¬ 
lations and Legal Publications Divi¬ 
sion, United States Customs Service. 
1301 Constitution Avenue NW , Wash¬ 
ington, D C. 20229 ( 202-568-8237 >. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

“Drawback” denotes a situation in 
which a duty or tax, lawfully collected, is 
refunded or remitted, wholly or partially, 
because of a particular use made of the 
merchandise on which the duty or tax 
was collected. One of the more common 
types of drawback is that allowed upon 
the exportation of articles manufactured 
or produced in the United States with the 
use of imported merchandise (section 
313(a) .Tariff Act of 1930 (19U.S.C. 1313 
<a>>>. Part 12 of the Customs Reg¬ 
ulations (19 CFR Part 22) contains the 
provisions regarding drawback claims. 

Section 22.46 of the Customs Regula¬ 
tions (19 CFR 22.46( currently provides 
that all records required to be kept b y the 
manufacturer or producer under 19 CFR 
Part 22 with respect to drawback claims, 
and records kept by others to comple¬ 
ment the records of the manufacturer or 
producer, shall be retained for at least 3 
years after payment of such claims. The 
purpose of this requirement Is to make 
certain that the required records will be 
available If It is necessary for the Cus¬ 
toms Service to perform an audit to 
verify the claim. Prior to 1973. payment 
of a drawback claim was made only after 
liquidation of the claim, which Is the 


final computation of the amount of draw¬ 
back due. However, on December 22. 1972 
<37 FR 28284). the Customs Regulations 
were amended by adding a new section 
22.20a (19 CFR 22.20a). which, among 
other things, provided for accelerated 
payment of drawback claims prtor to 
liquidation. Thus, it Is possible that if 3 
years have elapsed since the accelerated 
payment of the drawback claim, the re¬ 
quired records might be destroyed even 
though the claim may not have been 
liquidated. 

Therefore, in order to prevent the pre¬ 
mature destruction of the required 
records, it is proposed to amend section 
22 46 of the Customs Regulations by sub¬ 
stituting the word "liquidation” for “pay¬ 
ment”. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of R.8. 251. as amended G9 
U.S.C. 66). and sections 313 and 624, 48 
Stafc. 693, as amended, 759 (19 U.S.C. 
1313. 1624 

Comments 

Before adopting this proposed regula¬ 
tion. consideration will be given to any 
written comments that are submitted to 
the Commissioner of Customs. Comments 
submitted will be available for public In¬ 
spection in accordance with 9 103.8<b> of 
the Customs Regulations (19 CFR 
103.8(b)) during regular business hours 
at the Regulations and Legal Publica¬ 
tions Division. Headquarters. United 
States Customs Service. 1301 Constitu¬ 
tion Avenue NW.. Washington, D.C. 
20229. 

Drafting Information 

The principal author o! this proposed 
regulation was Richard M Belanger. At¬ 
torney. Regulations and Legal Publica¬ 
tions Division of the Office of Regulations 
and Rulings, United States Customs 
Service. However, personnel from other 
offices of the United States Customs 
Service participated in developing the 
regulation, both on matters of substance 
and style. 

Proposed Amendment 

It is proposed to amend 1 22.46 of the 
Customs Regulations (19 CFR 22.46) to 
read as follows: 

§ 22.46 Retention of rrronli. 

All records required to be kept by the 
manufacturer or producer under this 
part of the regulations with respect to 
drawback claims, and records kept by 
others to complement the records of the 
manufacturer or producer, shall be re¬ 
tained for at least 3 years after liquida¬ 
tion of such claims, 

G. R. Dickerson. 

Acting Commissioner of Customs . 

Approved: May 13. 1977. 

Bette B. Anderson. 

Under Secretary. 

IFR Doc 77-16074 Filed 5-28-77:8:45 am) 
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PROPOSED RULES 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

[22 CFR Parts 21, 22] 

(Docket No. 8D-130J 
CONSULAR SERVICES 
Change in Fees 

AGENCY: Department of 3tate 
ACTION: Proposed rule. * 

SUMMARY: The Department of State 
proposes to combine the two schedules 
of fees charged for consular services per¬ 
formed In the United 8tates and Its For¬ 
eign Serv ice poets into one schedule of 
fees. As the result of a recent cost study 
requested by the General Accounting Of¬ 
fice. fees for services performed in the 
United States and its Foreign Service 
posts have been adjusted to arrive at a 
uniform cost applicable to both the De¬ 
partment and the Foreign Service. 

Except for the passport issuance fee, 
which is set by statute, the proposed 
new fee structure is based on the weigh¬ 
ing of policy considerations and Fiscal 
Year 1975 costs. This will enable the 
Department to carry out consular serv¬ 
ices and be sure that its fees are con¬ 
sistent with UR. foreign policy interests 
and with the user charge principle as 
prescribed by the Congress and applied 
by the President The new Schedule of 
Fees for Consular Services will be re¬ 
viewed and revised periodically to Insure 
full cost recovery consistent with na¬ 
tional interests. 

DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before June 24. 1977. The proposed 
effective date is July 25,1977. 

ADDRESS: Send comments to Hugh 
Adamson, Bureau of Security and Con¬ 
sular Affairs. Department of State. 2201 
C Street NW., Washington. D.C. 20520. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Hugh Adamson < 202-632-9010 >. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Department of State is responsible 
for providing various consular services 
to both United States and foreign na¬ 
tionals TTiese services include: passport 
and citizenship, visa services for aliens: 
services relating to vessels and seamen: 
notarial services and authentications; 
services relating to taking evidence; and 
copy and recording services. 

The proposed revision of fees charged 
has been adjusted to insure that they are 
fair and equitable, taking into consid¬ 
eration direct and indirect cost to the 
UR. Government, value to the recipient 
public policy or interest served, and 
other pertinent facts. The separate cost 
figures for the foreign activity and the 
United States activity were totaled to¬ 
gether to arrive at a uniform unit cost. 
The overall unit costs so derived was 
the primary basis for setting a fee for 
that item of service. The policy and cri¬ 
teria followed In establishing the fees 
will be published in Volume 7, Foreign 
Affairs Manual. 


Accordingly, Parts 21 and 22 of Title 
22 of the Code of Federal Regulations 
would be revised as set forth below. 

PART 21—[RESERVED] 

PART 22—SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR CON¬ 
SULAR SERVICES—DEPARTMENT OF 
STATE AND FOREIGN SERVICE 

8*c 

22 1 Schedule of fees 

22.2 Requests for services In the United 
8Uitea 

§22.1 Schedule of fees. 


22.3 Remittances tn the United State* 

22 4 Request for services. Foreign Service 
225 Remittances to Foreign Service Pou» 
22 « Refund of fees. 

22.7 Collection and return of fees 
22a Effective date. 

Authority : Sees.. 3, 4. 63 Btat ill. m 
amended (22 U.S.C. 811af 2656. 22 CSC. 
2651; 5 U.8.C. 483a: 22 V&C. 1201). EO 
10718, 22 FR 4632; 3 CFR. 1954-1950 Comp 
page 382 


It«JQ 

No. 


PoMport and rllfcirahlp mrrkm 


Tm 


Fxrrutllon of application ter passports <22 U.S.C. 214)... 

Examination of passport application executed brier* a foreign official_ 

IsmaiK* of passport (22 C.6.C. 214).... 

(Item No. 4 vorient.} 

Iwuarr* of cord of Identity and r*fi*tnitk«n 


II 


KuwUoq of application ter or issuance of paesyort: 

<e) To officer* or employees of the United State* proceed rnf abroad or rrttmdn* to tl» UnltH 
Htatra in the dlvnorjc* of their official dun**, or member* of their immediate familn- 

(23 U.8.C. 214)......__. 

<b) To American women who mralro a passport In connection with their duties aboard an 

American Ba wl <22 UAc. 214)............ 

<c) To widow*, childrm, parents, brother*, or sister* of dcoci*rd member* of the Armed Fort** 

proceed in* abroad to visit the graves of inch members (23 UJI.C. 214)... 

(d) To employees of the American National Red Urns* proceeding abroad a» a member of tbr 

Armed Forres of the United State* (10 UA.C. 2008(c). . 

<*) To Peace Corps volunteer* and rahintcet leader*, who arc (learned to be of tbr 

United Slate* tor purpose of exemption from passport fee* (23 U.S.C. 2504W. . 
Amendment of passports 

(a) To *how current or new information, Including changs* If* member* of family___ 

•b) To correct administrative error.___ 

(c) To nlund lira* limitation. ....__ 

Vrrifu'stxm of passport___ 

Elocution of application tor registration.. .. — — ri J l ti .... _" 

Execution of affidavit in retard to Anannron birth lit connect km with application for namr/ort or 
ctt«ffi*hJp detemil nation__________ 

Administering the oath of allegiance to a native-born American woman who loot her dthwuirip mniO) 

by asmii* to an alien..... - -........ 

For delivery to the appllrant of a certified copy of an executed farm 

(a) Of repatriation of a native-torn American woman whoer marital statu* with an alien term*- 

rated prior to Jan, it. 1P41________ 

lb) Of renal ri a'ion of a nail re-bom Amrrlmn woman under sec. >24 of the Immigration and 

Nationality Act <• U.S.C, 14*6). ... 

<e) Of renurialion under the act of July 20.1954 <• V.8X\ 14th soup) of a persou who wink « 
cllJam of the United 8tate« lust his cltlienship »•>- voting in Japan lwtw«*n Sept. 2, IW\ 

and Apr. 27,1962. inctastre______ 

i> Dortimcntsjr^ntirj^to births, marriages or deaths of American cl tiles ts abroad where reported to a 

<•> Itogut ration of birth of Ameriran etttsen. including famishing 1 Cert location of Birth and 
I copy of form F&-240" Report of Birth Abroad of a Cttlaen of the United 8Ut« of Amrr* 

<b) •*Certiorate of WUma* to MarrW 'to ouadnipIlcate: 

(c) Authentication of original documents of marriage. per copy..... . 

Certified copies of the above documents may ba obtained tram the Passport Oilier. 

Department of Stale. Washington. D.C. 90034. per ropy.__. 

id) M B*i<irt of Death of au Ameriraa CjUsan’* and frudtng 1 copy each to legal repnomtotii e rend 

to t W*t known relative or rcUttvaa.. ..._ ..._ v .. 

Additional cert tiled copies may be obtained from the Office of 8pccliU Consular 8errtot*. 

DepartmiMit cl Mat*. Washington. D.C. 30530. par copy.____ 

14 Docunaento from passport Ah* and related records (except a* specified in Item IS): 

(a) For Ale March.. . _ 

(b) For dupltcatuig by photocopy or olbfv such merenr each oopy of each page . 

(c) For certtf>'lng of a true copy mr each copy of each page... __ _ 

(d) For certifying by latter under official seal a state men I or extract from passport Ale* or a stale 

ment that no record of a passport Ale can be located (plus 14 search charge Ho)..... 

16 Any service described in Item 14 when: 

(a) Required for official use by an Agency of tha Federal Oovmiment or of any of the States or 

their subdivisions or of the District of Colum bla, or of any of the territories and p osse ssio n 
of the United States......— 

(b) Performed in response to a subpaoa or other order of a court. Ofown vrr. fata or* chargeable 

when tha service Is for the bandit of a party In Interest and a court order or subpenn a 

Issued in his behidf ).... ...... .... 

<r) Performed In providing to a party in interest, a copy of the transcript of a hearing held before 
a panel, board, or other authority of the Deportment..... 

16 Granting au exception under 22 CFR 63.2(h) of travel control regulations . . __ 

17 For any passport service furnished tn tha United Mate* upon request dnrin* nonregular duly boun 

(This fee Is In addition to any statutory feaa or communication costs.)---- 

16 Instant photo service, where offered by a Foreign Service post, tor each pair of identical photograph 
(Item No. tV vacant .) , 


«tto 

140 

1A« 

100 


ft 

<»> 

m 

w 

m 

p) 

§ 

<t) 


100 

Ido 

100 


100 

4100 

1® 

(I) 

101 

AW 

.14 

1.00 


p) 


rt 

SOD 

in w 

104 


Visa services for alien* 


90 

21 

23 


Famishing and verification of application far Immigrant visa. Including duplicate copy — * <ri 

Issuance of each Immigrant visa. ... .- - y , ' 

Furnishing rend verification of application and Uc«uanc* of nonimmigrant vim (Fees pcrwrlbed in ( 
aptwndlx C. Visa Handbook of Department of btate, as amended from time to Hme > 
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It•'m lteaaport and rltis4*c«ktp service# Few 

No, 


2a Furnishing and verification of application and i#*uamw of nonimmigrant vim to: 

(a) An alien proceeding solely In transit to and from the headquarter* diatu t of tlm United 
Nation* und*r the provudocia of we. II of Uve agreement I* fwcen the United Nations and 
the United State* of America regarding the headquartem of the United Nation* (61 8tet. 

756)... . .. 

tb) An official rvpnwentallve of a fon-ign government, or an international or regional organiza¬ 
tion of which the United Slates li a member.... . . . 

(e) An alien participating in a D.8. Government program. ... 

2i Vim or supplemental visa of alien crew list up to 40 crew members... 

41 to lOOrrcw members,... ... 

)CI to 200 rrew member*... .. 

Over 200 crew members...... ..... ...... 

24 Re validation or transfer of a nonimmigrant visa . . 

(Item Noe. 36 through 3) vsranL) 


0) 

8 

Ml 00 
25,00 

45,00 

wvno 

<*> 


Service* tvlatlug to vaaarh and seamen 

30 Noting marine protest, when nN)uirrd by a master of a foreign or an undocumented vessel. . 7.66 

M Ki tending marine prole *t, wtien required by master of u foreign or an undortimrnted vr*r) ... in. 00 

.12 Protest of master against charterers or freighters, when required by master of a torr Ign or an undocu¬ 
mented veaaai.. Mi 

.13 Shipment or discharge of woman on undocumented wasol, each seaman. ... II. nn 

:il Rerouting of hill of auk of vessel purchased abroad. taking of appOcatlon for provisional rertillrati* 

of registry or certificate of American ownership, and investigation. .. IIUsi 

34 lauance of provisional certificate of registry or certificate of American ownership . . K on 

36 Service* undw this tortf! fimtew d*f igivsted "no exceptions") when performed for American vessel* 

or for American scameu CQ U.A.C. 1166) .. . ... ... tO 

(The consular officer should charge under Item '«3 Pa time spent away from the conaulnr office or 
afterduiy hours for item No. 30 through 36.) 

(Item Nos. 37 through 44 vacant). 


Notarial services and suthentlcatfcm 


44 

46 

47 


46 


50 


51 


42 


55 


46 la 


AdraJnistering an oath and cecUfirate thereof... ... 

Taking the acknowledgment of the execution of a document, and certificate thereof... 

Certifying under official teal Uto! a copy or ntract made from an official cr a private document Is u 

true copy. For certifying eoch copy of each page. .. — 

rectifying to official cliaracter of a foreign notary or other official (I*. authenticating a documents 
Administering oaths, taking acknowledgments, or snpplying authentications. In connection with 
application for letters patent cr registration of trademark*, or with (he aaotgument or transfer of 

rights thereunder... .... 

Administering an oath and certificate thereof for petition for Immediate relative. nonimmigrant 
fianrete), temporary worker nonimmigrant intraeompany tramteree, or preference immigrant 

Administering oaths or taking acknowledgments, or «uilhenticafi:tg the signatures cf officials, in 
connection with kinameti'e petitions for wages and effivts of dr? eased seamen of the American 

merchant marine (46 U.8.C. 637)... . . . 

For affidavit of petitioner or his agent on documents or evidence to be presented to the Federal 

Government......—...—----- 

Authenticating a Federal. 8tate or territorial sea), or certifying to the cfflrial status of an officer of 
the U.8. Department of Ftate, or of a foreign diplomat jr or consular officer accredited to cr recou¬ 
nt srd by the t?.B. Government, on any document submitted to the Department lor that purposr 
(Item number 54 vacant.) 

Noting of a negotiable instrument lot want cf acceptance or payment, certifying to proteal, and 
giving notice to ivurr and endorsers when requested to <k> so. ill) addition to this fee the consular 
officer should charge under item 03 (or time sj*ni a* ay from the consular office or aflsrduty hours 

In presentment cf the instrument tor accept**** or payment.)-—- 

(Item Nos. 56 and 57 vacant.) 

Krt vkws under the heading, "Notartitf Benrloc# and Authentications", when rend* red: 

(a) In connection with the execution of forms or documents required by or fob* presented to any 

department or agency of the Federal Government..... 

(b) In connection with the execution of tonm or documents required by or to be pt wen ted U> the 

States and their subdivisions, tha District of Columbia, or any of the territorieaor pu**-*- 
sions of tha United States. . . — ... - 

(c) In connection with the assignment and tnuufhr of U.8. bonds or other Federal financial obli¬ 

gations or the execution of |»wer* of attorney therefor to collect interest thereon. 

(d) To claimants and bensfleiartes and their wltnosar*, la connection with Federal, State, at»d 

munlripol ai lot men t, pension, reliremmt, insurance, medical romte nsaUon, or like benefits. 

<e) In the execution of tax returns tor filing with the Federal or State UovrrmnenUar political 
subdivision* themof..... ... 

(0 To American cltlsens, while outside the United States. In preparation of ballots to he used 
in any primary, general, or othsr public elections in the U ulLed States or in territories under 
their jurisdiction...:. ...-... 

(g) For official noncommercial use by a forvgln government or by an International agency of 

which ibr Government of the United States is a member... . 

(h) To an official of a foreign government in circumstances where furnishing tbs service is au 

appropriate of reciprocal courtesy - -— ....----—. 

(1) To U.8. Government personnel and reace Corps volunteer* or their dependents officially 

stationed or traveling In a foreign country. .. 

Affidavit on preparation and packing of remains... . 

Consular mortuary certificate.. ..-..—--- 

(Itains 61 through 64 vacant.) 


£ 


r or i he services of a dlpfomatic or consular officer, (for cich hour or fraction thereof.).. 

For the services. If required, of a staff member of the Foreign Service as Interpreter, steat*- 

rsnbcr or typist. (Tor e*rh hour or fraction thereof;)._.. 

lfvrrie^ of fa for <b> above ore required to be performed away from office or afterduty hours, 
the charge sbali ha as follows for each hour or fraction thereof for 

Americ an epapl oyas------- 

t TrunajxjrUUoxi and Incidental eipenaea as defined in item (d shall bo collected if applirr.bli* 
to services Dertormcd under (a), (b), or (c) above.) 

66 Executing eommimons to take testimony in oomierUnn with forrign documents lor use In criminal 

cases when the commlseiou is accompanied by an order of Federal court on behalf of an indigent 
party os contemplated by 4# U.8.C. 5496.. .. ... v . ; .. 

67 Providing seal and certiorate for return of letters rogatory executed by foreign officials . 

(Item Nos. « and 69 vacant.) 


3.00 

3.00 


1.00 

3u0 


3.00 


3.00 

iaoo 
3.00 

3.00 


H. 00 


0) 

(») 

l») 

0) 

ro 

O) 

P) 

(*) 

8 

37.00 


11.00 

61.00 
22.00 


0) 

1X00 


Decedents and decedent's estates 


70 Taking into possession under Ti IT AC. UTS tho personal estate of any dtizen who shall dia within 

t ha limits of a consular district, inventorying, jelling, and finally disposing thereof according to 
law, for each 1100 of inventory value or fraction thereof. . ; . 'XOD 

71 ftet vice ax deaerfiwi under item 70 above when perftxined in the case of a deceased officer or employee 

of the United Slates. .— ...——. .... (») 
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SE; STEr*73£« ««£•£ «Ui g""*" 

_i. w—. ja, fl^lrkf^nlns on offirta) accountability oc Inr conaolar Inventory and Ti 

tSSm^»^<SSSSmST^ tn tWroaptr,. .d p«*o«I proprrty Uton l»«o o~n*»l 

paase««lon for tt* npUnt parpen cf transfer of cm tody .---*...~ 

Ti Arr*nrrro«fit* for »hipfua* or oth« diaportlioa of remain*----- 

lllrtn No 74 vacant.5 


Copylnf, recordlnf and proctorinc 


Y of doctusMint or extract oI a document. (Foe melt 2D0 words or port thereof) 

*«•«*«*» MMI 


75 For typing a c 

purpose saving coots in preparing mall.) 

T» an uamUutton at U>r n«Ml <* au a*«*y « l.atramwt.Hty of U» 

KdriS or a Sure Oorimmrnt by a consular or ottrer officig. Ini ludltig compVtUm of f 
m ithout s*^l far eweb boor or Inaction livereoJ, unleaa the coat thereof Is rriffihonsbb to the Depart- 

tm-nt of State by on Mtency or instrumentality of Uie F ederal or a *»UW Oomarumant --- 

(Item No* 71* through at vacant-) 


XOO 

a If 


r no 


own Sntrui Cowwuui Sxmricw 


n.poilii* »t«l » r.<llr« wUrr,.M) patty mut^i tor U* l^rnary txwOI <A M»»ov»ninw..l todl- 

vtduali. organitatkxut or groups 

<a) From Pcnortiwnl of State to Foreign Sanrko l***-—... 

lb) From a Farrfcn ferric* pool to tba I*|*rtmcfit of Stale-- —. vu——r* 

TroAoiattitg of dnrumenU to aMiol wongoretnn»ent individuals. oqpuiUaUiMit. or groups. (For rach 

quarter hour or fraction thereof of otafT emokryee lime.).— . . 

r>. fedrcUva ferrko Ratlrtnrtfcm In a torrign country .•• *-—.-.— —. 

Distribution of t'.B. Tnaoury rbrcki to Federal t*i«eijc4arwi. ---.. — ♦— -• 

Search Inr for and forwardli* a docmiieut reuumted from a Foreign Service post by a nongovrinna-nt 
Individual, ontmmsallon. or group ttor each docttasettU--—....... 

Cotbrttono^Vby'al^relirTi feTnrioe poet lor; fiervlreo pritomedi by Djpartment of 
within the United States under till* acbedul* of Inoa: iervtcca perforuml andi.r me. 6.14 of title —. 
Code of Federal Regulations lFreedom of Information servlcea).. . 


IA 00 
15 00 

a. on 

8 

atw 


P) 


KiempilflO lor Faderal agendea and carpcraUoru 


VO Ar.v and all service* (unfore above designated M m> exeaptians’*) peifornied lor the oUV IjU are of the 

ilovetnrnrnt of the Tnited Hlatas or of any corporation In which the Federal tlovernment oc tt» 
reprerentatlv? ohall own the enure oulrtomliiif capita) slock..—--- — 


(•> 


ferric* rendered 6*cay-from-o»re of after-duty-hours In a InrHg n country 


Except for ln*ar*re of common dMuter (U. ship wreck*, air craohre, 
cljsrge for servleta when rendered etsewbrre than at a Foreign Service port of aflrcduty hours at 
the request of the partka. shall be added to the regular fee kn each quarter hefttr of fraction thereof 

for’. 

(1) American nnpwpe. .. ..■—— .• 

(T n^ad diUon*! (fthe^urc h an^pcaarclb^aixre^tran^ ion and othrelndd^nial 

and nrcvaearilv incurred by oUjcrn of eiafl an ployres of the Foreign Henrico *bal! be collected from 
the pereons requi vtlng the iwctonnonr* of such awtrlcre, Such colk^tiona khah oot ^ considered m 
part of the oflirfcal he?but shall be recorded as deposit funds and accounted lor as rticlu) 


• No foe. 


6.00 
X 00 


• Reciprocal 
»Per $100 value 

8 22.2 KcqureU for smicre in the 
l niicd States. 

(a) Requests for records. Requests by 
the file subject or his/her authorized 
agent for services involving U.8. passport 
applications and related records, includ¬ 
ing consular birth and marriage records, 
shall be addressed to the Passport Of¬ 
fice, Department of State. Washington. 
D C. 20524. Requests for consular birth 
records should specify If a Consular Re¬ 
port of Birth <long form) or Certifica¬ 
tion of Birth (short form) is desired. Re¬ 
quests for certified copies of Report of 
Death of an American citizen shall be 
addressed to Office of Special Consular 
Services, Department of 8tate. Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20520. Advance remittance 
of the exact fee Is required for each 
service. 

<b> Auf/ienffcafion terrices. Requests 
for authentication services including 
documents presented to the Department 
of State for authentication, accompa¬ 


nied by remittance of the exact total 
fee chargeable, shall be addressed to the 
Authentication Officer. Department of 
State. Washington. D C. 20520 

§ 22.3 Krminanrft in the United Statea. 

(a) Remittances in the United States. 
Remittances shall be in the form either 
of (i> check or bank draft drawn on a 
bank in the United States, (2) money 
order, postal, international or bank, or 
(3) U.S. currency. Remittances shall be 
made payable to the order of the De¬ 
partment of State The Department will 
assume no responsibility for cash which 
Is lost in the mail. 

(b) Exact payment of fees . Fees must 
be paid in full prior to issuance of re¬ 
quested documents. If uncertainty as to 
the existence of a record or as to the 
number of sheets to be copied precludes 
remitting the exact fee chargeable with 
the request, the Department of State will 
inform the interested party of the exact 
amount required. 


8 22.4 Hrquret* for reniere, Foreign 

Service. 

Officers of the Foreign Service shall 
charge for official services performed 
abroad at the rates prescribed in thk 
schedule, in coin of the United States or 
at its representative value in exchange 
(22 U-S.C. 1202). For definition of repre¬ 
sentative value in exchange, see } 23.4 
of this chapter. No fees named in thk 
schedule shall be charged or collected 
for the official services to American ves¬ 
sels and seamen <22 U S.C. 1186). The 
term ,4 American vessels" is defined to ex¬ 
clude. for the purposes of this schedule, 
undocumented American vessels and the 
fees prescribed herein shall be chanted 
and collected for such undocumented 
vessels. However, the fees prescribed 
herein shall not be charged or collected 
for American public vessels, which In¬ 
cludes any vessel owned or operated by 
a U.8. Government department or 
agency and engaged exclusively in offi¬ 
cial business on a non-commercial bask 
This schedule of fees shall be kept posted 
In a conspicuous place in each Foregin 
Service office, subject to the examination 
of all persons interested therein >22 
08 C. 1197). 

8 22.5 Rrmittancr* to Foreign Service 

pout*. 

Remittances to Foreign Service posts 
from persons in the United States in 
payment of official fees and charges or 
for the purpose of establishing deposit* 
in advance of rendition of services shall 
be in a form acceptable to the post 
drawn payable to the "American Em¬ 
bassy (name of city) H (or American Le¬ 
gation. American Consulate General, or 
American Consulate, as the case may be) 
This will permit encashment of negotia¬ 
ble instruments for deposit in the Treas¬ 
ury. when not negotiated locally. «* 
f 23.2 of this chapter. 

(a) Time at which fees become pay¬ 
able. Fees are due and payable prior to 
issuance or delivery to the interested 
party of a signed document, a copy of a 
record, or other paper representative of 
a service performed. 

(b) Receipts for fees: register of bctv * 
ices. Every officer of the Foreign 8ervice 
responsible for the performance of serv¬ 
ices as enumerated in the Schedule of 
Fees for Consular Services-Deportment 
of 8tale and Foreign Service (122.1). 
shall give receipts for fees collected for 
the official services rendered, specifying 
the nature of the service and numbered 
to correspond with entries in a register 
maintained for the purpose (22 US.C. 
1192, 1193, and 1194). The register serve* 
as a record of official acts performed by 
officers of the Foreign Service in a gov¬ 
ernmental or notarial capacity, corre¬ 
sponding in this regard with the record 
which notaries are usually expected or 
required to keep of their official acts, see 

9 92.2 bf this chapter. 

(c) Deposits to guarantee payment oi 
fees or incidental costs . When the amount 
of any fee is determinable only after 
initiation of the performance of a serv¬ 
ice, or if incidental costs arc Involved, th* 


FEDERAL tfGISTIt, VOL 42. NO. *02—THU«SOAV. MAT 26. 19 77 






































PROPOSED RULES 


26997 


gut! fct and incidental costa shall be 
carefully estimated and an advance de¬ 
pots: required, subject to refund of any 
unused balance to the person making 

U* oepocit 

5 22.6 Rrfund of fr«. 

Foes which have been collected for de¬ 
posit tn the Treasury are refundable <a> 
M specifically authorized by law (see 22 
USC 214a concerning passport fees er¬ 
roneously charged persons excused from 
payment, 22 U.S.C. 216 concerning 
passport lees in cases where the appro¬ 
bate representative in the United States 
of a foreign government refuses a visa, 
tsA 46 US.C 8 concerning fees Im¬ 
properly imposed on vessels or seamen), 
’&» when the principal officer at the con¬ 
sular post where the fee was collected 
‘or the officer In charge of the consular 
action at a combined diplomatic con¬ 
fer poet) finds upon review of the facts 
that the collection was erroneous under 
applicable law and regulation Is made 
by the Department of State with a view 
to payment of the refund In the United 
S-tes in cases In which it is impracti¬ 
cable to have the facts reviewed and re¬ 
fund effected at the direction of the 
responsible consular office. See 9 13.1 of 
Hus chapter concerning refunds of fees 
improperly exacted by consular officers 
who have neglected to return the same 
to the Treasury. 

§ 22.7 (4>llrrtioft And return of Ter*. 

No fee* other than those prescribed in 
the Schedule of fees, 9 22.1. or by or pur¬ 
suant to an act of Congress, shall be 
charged or collected by officers of the 
Foreign Service for official services per¬ 
formed abroad (22 U8.C. 1201). Ail fees 
received by any officer of the Foreign 
Service for services rendered In connec¬ 
tion with the duties of his/her office or as 
a consular officer shall be accounted for 
and paid into the Treasury of the United 
State* <22 US.C. 99, 1942 Edition, as 
amended by sec 1131 (26) of the Foreign 
Service Aci of 1946. 60 Stat 1037. and 
as modified by 22 UJ5 C. 812 of the 1962 
Edition j For receipt, registry, and num¬ 
bering provisions, see 9 22.5(c). 

S 22.8 Kifffthc (Ulr. 

The charges hereby established will be¬ 
come effective on July 25. 1977 with re- 
•pect to all services rendered pursuant 
requests received in the Department 
StAte and the Foreign Service on or 
after the effective date. 

F°r the Secretary of State. 

Dated May 11. 1977. 

Joan M. Clark. 

Acting Deputy Under 
Secretary for Management . 

IFR Doc 77-14994 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 am| 
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APPROVAL AND PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 

Revisions to Fresno County Air Pollution 
Control District's Rules and Regulations 
in State of California 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 

SUMMARY: It is the purpose of this no¬ 
tice to acknowledge receipt of and invite 
public comments on revisions to the 
Fresno County Air Pollution Control Dis¬ 
trict's Rules and Regulations which were 
submitted to EPA by the California Air 
Resources Board for inclusion in the 
California State Implementation Plan. 
These revisions were submitted on No¬ 
vember 10. 1976. The EPA solicits com¬ 
ments regarding the desirability of ap¬ 
proving or disapproving the rules and 
regulations being considered, especially 
as to their consistency with the Clean 
Air Act 

DATE: Comments may be submitted up 
to 30 days following the date of publi¬ 
cation of this notice. 

ADDRESS: Send comments to: Regional 
Administrator. Attn: Air L Hazardous 
Materials Division. Air Programs Branch. 
California SIP Section, EPA. Region IX. 
100 California Street, San Francisco. 
Calif 94111. 

Availability of Documents: Copies of 
the proposed revision are available for 
public inspection during normal business 
hours at the EPA Region IX office at the 
above address and at the following loca¬ 
tions : 

Fresno County Air Pollution Control 
District, 1246 "L" Street. Fresno. Calif 
93721. 

California Air Resources Board. 1709 
Uth Street, Sacramento, Calif. 95814. 

Public Information Reference Unit. 
Room 2922 <EPA Library), 401 "M” 
8treet SW.. Washington. D.C. 20460. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

David R. Souten. Chief, California SIP 
Section (415-555-7288). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The November 10. 1976 submittal con¬ 
tained revisions to the following rules: 
Regulation IV —Prohibitions 

Rule 407—DlspttuU of Solid and Liquid 
Waste*. 

Rule 406—Fuel Burning Equipment 

Under section 110 of the Clean Air Act 
as amended, and 40 CFR Part 51. the Ad¬ 


ministrator Is required to approve or dis¬ 
approve the regulations as an SIP revi¬ 
sion. The Regional Administrator hereby 
issues this notice setting forth these revi¬ 
sions as proposed rulemaking and advises 
the public that interested persons may 
participate by submitting written com¬ 
ments to the Region IX office. 

(Sec no. Cleon Air Act. a a amended (42 
USC 1857c-5).) 

Dated: May 11,1977. 

Paul De Falco. Jr* 
Regional Administrator. 

| FR Doc.77-14950 Filed 5-25-77:8:43 am) 


T40 CFR Part 52] 

IFRL 736-2) 

APPROVAL AND PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 
Revision to El Dorado County Air Pollution 
Control District Rules and Regulations In 
the State of California 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 

SUMMARY: It is the purpose of this 
notice to acknowledge receipt of and In¬ 
vite public comments on revisions to the 
El Dorado County Air Pollution Control 
District Rules and Regulations which 
were submitted to EPA by the California 
Air Resources Board for inclusion in the 
California State Implementation Plan. 
These revisions were received on July 25, 
1973, April 10. 1975, and August 2. 1976. 
8ince both the April 10. 1975 and Au¬ 
gust 2. 1976 submittals represent the 
moat recent set of rules and regulations 
for this Air Pollution Control District, 
they will be addressed In this notice. 
Regulations concerning New Source Re¬ 
view are not being considered In this 
notice, and will be the topic of a sepa¬ 
rate Federal Register notice. The EPA 
solicits comments regarding the desir¬ 
ability of approving or disapproving the 
rules and regulations being considered, 
especially as to their consistency with 
the Clean Air Act 

DATES: Comments may be submitted up 
to June 27,1977. 

ADDRE88. Send comments to: Regional 
Administrator. Attn: Air and Hazardous 
Materials Division, Air Programs Branch. 
California SIP Section. EPA. Region IX. 
100 California Street, San Francisco. CA 
94111. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Frank M. Covington, Director, Air and 
Hazardous Materials Division. Envi¬ 
ronmental Protection Agency. Attn: 
David R Souten, 100 California Street. 
San Francisco. CA 94111,415-556-7288. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The April 10. 1975 and August 2, 1976 
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submittals contained revisions to the fol¬ 
lowing Regulations 

Regulation I—Definition* 

Regulation tl—Prohibition* 

Regulation III—Open Burning 
Regulation IV—Permit Systems Conditions 
Regulation VI—Pees 

Regulation VII—Procedure Before The Hear¬ 
ing Board 

Pursuant to Section 110 of the Clean 
Air Act a s amended, and 40 CFR Part 
51. the Administrator is required to ap¬ 
prove or disapprove the regulations as 
an SIP revision. The Regional Ad¬ 
ministrator hereby issues this notice set¬ 
ting forth these revisions as proposed 
rulemaking and advises the public that 
Interested persons may participate by 
submitting written comments to the Re¬ 
gion IX Office Relevant comments re¬ 
ceived on or before June 27. 1977. will 
be considered. Comments received will 
be available for public inspection at the 
Region IX office and the EPA Public In¬ 
formation Reference Unit. 

Copies of the proposed revision are 
available for public inspection during 
normal business hours at the following 
locations: 

El Dorado County Mr Pollution Control Dis¬ 
trict. 2850 Cold Springs Road. Placervllle. 
CA 96867. 

California Air Resource* Board. 1709 11th 
Street. Sacramento. CA 95814. 
Environmental Protection Agency. Region 
IX. 100 California 8tre«t, 8an Francisco. 
CA 94111. 

Public Information Reference Unit. Room 
2922 (EPA Library). 401 M 8treet. SW. 
Washington D C 20480. 

(Sec 110. Clean Air Act. a* amended <42 
U.8.C. 1857C-5) | 

Dated: May 3.1977. 

Paul Dr Falco. Jr.. 
Regional Administrator. 
|FP Doc 77-15067 Filed 5-25-77.8 46 am) 


[40 CFR Part 52] 

IFRL 738-8) 

APPROVAL AND PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 

Revision to Monterey Bay Unified Air Pol* 
lution Control District's Rules and Reg 
ulations for Monterey. Santa Cruz, and 
San Benito Counties in the State of 
California 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY: It is the purpose of this no¬ 
tice to acknowledge receipt of and Invite 
public comments on revisions to the 
Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution 
Control District's Rules and Regulations 
which were submitted to EPA by the 
California Air Resources Board for in¬ 
clusion in the California State Imple¬ 
mentation Plan. These revisions were 
received on July 25. 1973. January 22. 

1974, October 23. 1974. January 10. 1975. 
April 10. 1975. July 22. 1975. November 3. 

1975. and November 10. 1976. Regula- 


FfDERAl 


lions concerning Emergency Episodes. 
New Source Review. Vapor Recovery, 
and In-stack Monitoring are not being 
considered in this notice, and will be the 
topic of separate Federal Register no¬ 
tices. The EPA solicits comments re¬ 
garding the desirability of approving or 
disapproving the rules and regulations 
being considered, especially as to their 
consistency with the Clean Air Act. 

DATE8: Comments may be submitted up 
to June 27, 1977. 

ADDRESSES Send comments to: Re¬ 
gional Administrator, Attn: Air and 
Hazardous Materials Division. Air Pro¬ 
grams Branch. California SIP Section. 
EPA. Region EX. 100 California Street. 
8an Francisco CA 94111. 

Availability of documents: Copies of 
the proposed revision are available for 
public Inspection during normal business 
hours at the EPA Region EX office at 
the above address and at the following 
locations: 

Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution 
Control District. 1270 Nativided Road. 
Room 105, 8allnas CA 93901. 

California Air Resources Board. 1709 
11th Street. Sacramento CA 95814. 

Public Information Reference Unit. 
Room 2922 (EPA Library). 401 '‘M” 
Street. SW., Washington. D.C. 20460. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

David R. So uteri. Chief. California 
8IP Section. 415-556-7288 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On July 25, 1973. January 22. 1974, and 
July 19. 1974 revisions to the Monterey- 
Santa Cruz Unified APCD and the San 
Benito County APCD Rules and Regula¬ 
tions were submitted to EPA. On July 1, 
1974. these agencies joined together to 
form the Monterey Bay Unified APCD. 
On October 23. 1974. January 10. 1975. 
April 10. 1975. July 22. 1975. and Novem¬ 
ber 10. 1976 revised Rules and Regula¬ 
tions of the Monterey Bay Unified APCD 
were submitted to EPA. They include: 
Regulation I 


Rule 100. Title 
Rule 101. Definition* 

Rule 102. Standard Conditions 

Rule 103. Effective Date 

Rule 104. Arrest* and Notice* to Appeal 

Rule 105. Separate Zone 

Rule 108. Increments of Progress 

Regulation H 

Rule 214. Public Availability of Emission Data 
Regulation III 

Rule 300. Permit Fee* 

Rule 301. Permit Fee Schedule* 

Rule 302. Analyst* Fees 

Rule 303. Technical Report*—Charge* For 

Regulation IV 

Rule 400. Rlngelmann Chart 
Rule 401, Wet Plume* 

Rule 402, Nuisance 
Rule 403. Particulate Matter 
Rule 404. 8QUur Compound* and Nitrogen 
Oxide* 

Rule 405. Exception* 

Rule 408. Additional Exception 
Rule 407, Open Outdoor Fires 
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Rule 408. Incinerator Burning 

Rule 409. BumtaK of Agricultural Wo«t** 

Rule 410. Range Improvement Burning* 

Rule 411. Forest Management Burning 
Rule 412, Sulfur Content of Fuels 
Rule 413. Removal of Sulfur Compounds 
Rule 414. Reduction of Animal Matter 
Rule 415. Circumvention 
Rule 418. Organic Solvent* 

Rule 417. Storage of Petroleum Product* 
Rule 419. Organic Liquid Loading 
Rule 420, Effluent Oil Water Separators 
Rule 421. Violation of Other Statutes, etc 
Rule 422. Burning of Wood Wastes 
Rule 424. New Source Performance Standard! 
Rule 42**. Em UMon Standards for H*xiirdoai 
Air Pollutants 

Regulation V 

Rule 500. Definition* 

Rule 501. Permits 

Rule 502. Approved Orchard Heaters 
Rule 503, Condition of Heaters 
Rule 504. Cla*Mtflcation of Heaters 
Rule 505. Non-Complying Heater* 

Rule 506. Prohibition of Sale of Heaters 
Rule 507. Burning Rubber and Other Sub- 
stances 
Rule 508. Fees 

Regulation VI 

Rule 800, General 
Rule 801. Filing Petition* 

Rule 802. Contents of Petition* 

Rule 603, Petition* for Variance* 

Rule 604. Appeal from Denial 

Rule 806. Failure to Comply with Rule* 

Rule 806. Answers 

Rule 807. Withdrawal of Petition 

Rule 808 Place of Hearing 

Rule 800. Notice of Hearing 

Rule 610. Evidence 

Rule 811. Record of Proceeding* 

Rule 812. Preliminary Matter* 

Rule 613. Official Notice 

Rule 614. Continuance 

Rule 615. Decision 

Rule 616. Effective Date of Decision 

Regulation VT1 

Rule 700. General 

Rule 701. Sampling Station* 

Rule 702. Air Sampling 
Rule 703, Report* 

Rule 704. Continuing Program of Voluntary 
Cooperation 
Rule 705, Plan* 

Rule 706. Application of Rules and Regula¬ 
tion* 

Rule 707. Epluode Notification 

Rule 708 Enlsode Criteria 

Rule 709. First Stage Episode Action* 

Rule 710. Second Stage Episode Action* 

Rule 711. Third Stage Episode Action* 

Rule 712. Termination of Episode* 

Rule 713. Enforcement 

Regulation VIII 

Rule 800. General 

Rule 801. Order for Abatement 

Rule 802. Filing Petition* 

Rule 803. Content* of Petition* 

Rule 804. Scope of Order 
Rule 805. Finding* 

Rule 808. Pleading* 

Rule 807, Evidence 

Rule 808. Failure to Comply with Rule* 

Rule 809. Withdrawal of Petition 
Rule 810, Place of Hearing 
Rule 811. Notice of Hearing 
Rule 812. Preliminary Matter* 

Rule 818, Official Notice 
Rule 814. Continuance 
Rule 815, Order and Decision 
Rule 816. Effective Date of Decision 
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Pursuant to section 110 of the Clean 
Air Act as amended, and 40 CFR Part 51. 
live Administrator Is required to approve 
or disapprove the regulations as an SIP 
revision. The Regional Administrator 
hereby issues this notice setting forth 
these revisions as proposed rulemaking 
uvd advises the public that interested 
persons may participate by submitting 
rritten comments to the Region IX Of¬ 
fice Comments received will be available 
for public inspection at the Region IX 
office and the EPA Public Information 
Reference Unit. 

(Sec. 110. Clean Air Act. ms amended. (42 

UflC 1857C-6),) 

Dated May 3. 1977. 

Paul De Falco. Jr. t 
Regional Administrator. 

\7H Doc 77-15058 Piled a-25-77:8:45 amj 


[ 40 CFR Part 52 ] 

[FRL 736-4) 

APPROVAL AND PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 

Rrvtvon to San Joaquin County Air Pollu¬ 
tion Control. Rules and Regulations in 
the State of California 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 

Agency. 

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 

SUMMARY: It is the purpose of this 
notice to acknowledge receipt of and in¬ 
vite public comments on revisions to the 
San Joaquin County Air Pollution Con¬ 
trol District Rules and Regulations which 
were submitted to EPA by the State of 
California for inclusion In the California 
State Implementation Plan. These revl- 
oons were received on November 10.1976. 
Regulations concerning New 8ource Re¬ 
view and Vapor Recovery are not being 
considered in this notice, and will be the 
topic of separate Federal Register no¬ 
tices The EPA solicits comments regard- 
lag the desirability of approving or dis¬ 
approving the rules and regulations 
being considered, especially as to their 
consistency with the Clean Air Act. 

DATES: Comments may be submitted up 
to June 27. 1977. 

ADDRESS: Send comments to: Regional 
Administrator. Attn.: Air and Hazardous 
Materials Division. Air Programs Branch. 
California SIP Section. EPA. Region EX. 
100 California Street. San Francisco. 
CA 94111. 

JOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

£rank M. Covington, Director. Air and 
Hazardous Materials Division. Envi¬ 
ronmental Protection Agency. Attn.: 
David Souten. 100 California Street. 
Son Francisco. CA 94111 (415-556- 
7268). 

J^IT^MENTARY INFORMATION: 

November 10. 1976. submittal con¬ 
tained revisions to the following rules: 

Rule 

}?* Definitions. 

Confidential information. 

1 Inspection of public records. 
Enforcement. 


Rule 

105 

Order of abatement. 

111 

Circumvention. 

112 

Arrests and notices to appear. 

301(f) 

Permit fee penalty. 

305(a) 

Hearing board fees 

402 

Exceptions. 

411.2 

Transfer of gasoline into vehicle fuel 

416.1 

tanks. 

Agricultural burning. 

501 

Applicable provisions of the health 

504(e) 

and safety code. 

Contents of petitions 

511 

Notice of bearing 


Pursuant to section 110 of the Clean 
Air Act as amended, and 40 CFR Part 51, 
the Administrator is required to approve 
or disapprove the regulations as an SIP 
revision. The Regional Administrator 
hereby Issues this notice setting forth 
these revisions as proposed rulemaking 
and advises the public that Interested 
persons may participate by submitting 
written comments to the Region IX Of¬ 
fice. Relevant comments received on or 
before June 27. 1977, will be considered. 
Comments received will be available for 
public inspection at the Region DC Office 
and the EPA Public Information Refer¬ 
ence Unit. 

Copies of the proposed revision are 
available for public inspection during 
normal business hours at the following 
locations: 

San Jonquin County Air Pollution Control 
District. 1001 E Hazleton Avenue. Stock- 
ton. CA 95201. 

Califcrnla Air Resources Board. 1709 11th 
Street. Sacramento. CA 95814 
Environmental Protection Agency. Region IX. 
100 California Street. San Francisco. CA 
94111. 

Public Information Reference Unit. Room 
2922 (EPA Library). 401 M Street SW.. 
Washington. D.C. 20460 

Sec 110, Clean Air Act. as amended <42 
U &C. 1857C-6).) 

Dated: May 3. 1977. 

Paul De Falco. Jr.. 
Regional Administrator. 

|FR Doc 77-15059 Filed 5-25 77;8:45 am| 


[ 40 CFR Part 52 ] 

| FRL 736-5| 

APPROVAL AND PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 

Revision to Placer County Air Pollution 
Control District Rules and Regulations 
in the State of California 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY: It is the purpose of this no¬ 
tice to acknowledge receipt of and In¬ 
vite public continents on revisions to the 
Placer County Air Pollution Control Dis¬ 
trict Rules and Regulations which were 
submitted to EPA by the California Air 
Resources Board lor Inclusion In the 
California State Implementation Plan. 
These revisions were received on July 
25. 1973. January 10. 1975, April 10, 1975, 
and February 10, 1976. Since the Janu¬ 
ary 10. 1975, April 10. 1975. and Febrti- 
ary 10. 1978. submittals represent the 


most recent set of rules and regulations 
for this Air Pollution Control District, 
they will be addressed In this notice. 
Regulations concerning New Source Re¬ 
view are not being considered in this no¬ 
tice. and will be the topic of a separate 
Federal Register notice. The EPA solic¬ 
its comments regarding the desirability 
of approving or disapproving the rules 
and regulations being considered, espe¬ 
cially as to their consistency with the 
Clean Air Act. 

DATES: Comments may be submitted 
up to June 27,1977. 

ADDRESS: Send comments to: Regional 
Administrator, Attn.: Air and Hazard¬ 
ous Materials Division. Air Programs 
Branch, California SIP Section, EPA. 
Region IX. 100 California Street, San 
Francisco, CA 94111 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Frank M. Covington, Director. Air and 
Hazardous Materials Division. Envi¬ 
ronmental Protection Agency. Attn.: 
David R. Souten. 100 California Street. 
San Francisco. CA 94111 (415-556- 
7288). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The January 10. 1975. April 10, 1975, and 
February 10, 1976, submittals contained 
revisions to the following Regulations: 

Regulation: 

X—General provisions. 

II— Prohibitions. 

III— Burning regulations. 

IV— Permit systems conditions. 

VI— Fees. 

VII— Procedure before the hearing board. 

Pursuant to section 110 of the Clean 
Air Act as amended, and 40 CFR Part 51. 
the Administrator is required to approve 
or disapprove the regulations as an SIP 
revision. The Regional Administrator 
hereby issues this notice setting forth 
these revisions as proposed rulemaking 
and advises the public that Interested 
persons may participate by submitting 
written comments to the Region IX 
Office. Relevant comments received on or 
before June 27. 1977, will be considered. 
Comments received will be available for 
public inspection at the Region IX office 
and the EPA Public Information Refer¬ 
ence Unit. 

Copies of the proposed revision are 
available for public inspection during 
normal business hours at the following 
locations: 

Placer County Air Pollution Control District. 

11491 B Avenue. Auburn. CA 95603. 
California Air Resources Board, 1709 11th 
Street, Sacramento. CA 95814. 
Environmental Protection Agency. Region IX, 
100 California Street. San FranrUco, CA 
94111. 

Public Information Reference Unit, Room 
2922 (EPA Library). 401 M Street SW, 
Washington, D.C. 20460. 

(Sec. 110. Clean Air Act, as amended, (42 
Uj 8.C. 1857c-5).) 

Dated: May 3.1977. 

Paul Pk Falco, Jr.. 
Regional Administrator. 

I PR Doc.77-15060 Filed 5-25-77;8 45 am| 
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[ 40 CFR Part 52 ] 

|FRJL 736—6) 

APPROVAL AND PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 

Revision to Plumas County Air Pollution 
Control District Rules and Regulations in 
the State of California 

AGENCY: Environmental Protec lion 
Agency: 

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 

SUMMARY: It is the purpose of this no¬ 
tice to acknowledge receipt of and invite 
public comments on revisions to the 
Plumas County Air Pollution Control Dis¬ 
trict Rules and Regulations which were 
submitted to EPA by the California Air 
Resources Board for inclusion In the 
California Bute Implementation Plan. 
These revisions were received on July 25, 
1973. January 10. 1975. July 22, 1975. and 
August 2. 1976. Since the January 10. 
1975. July 22. 1975, and August 2, 1976. 
submittals represent the most recent set 
of rules and regulations for this Air 
Pollution Control District* they will be 
addressed in this notice. Regulations con¬ 
cerning New Source Review are not being 
considered in this notice, and will be the 
topic of a separate Federal Register no¬ 
tice. The EPA solicits comments regard¬ 
ing the desirability of approving or dis¬ 
approving the rules and regulations being 
considered, especially as to their con¬ 
sistency with the Clean Air Act. 

DATES: Comments may be submitted 
up to June 27, 1977. 

ADDRESS: Send comments to: Re¬ 
gional Administrator, Attn.: Air and 
Hazardous Materials Division, Air Pro¬ 
grams Branch, California SIP Section. 
EPA, Region DC. 100 California Street. 
San Francisco, CA 94111. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Frank M. Covington. Director, Air and 
Hazardous Materials Division. Envi¬ 
ronmental Protection Agency. Attn.: 
David R. Souten. 100 California 8trect. 
Son Francisco. CA 94111 <415-556- 
7288). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The January 10. 1975. July 22. 1975. and 
August 2. 1976. submittals contained re¬ 
visions to the following Regulations: 

Regulation: 

I— Definition*, 

II— Prohibition*. 

HI—Open burning. 

IV—Permit *y*tem» condition* 

VI— Fee*. 

VII— Procedure before the hearing board 

Pursuant to section 110 of the Clean 
Air Act as amended, and 40 CFR Part 51, 
the Administrator*is required to approve 
or disapprove the regulations as an SIP 
revision The Regional Administrator 
hereby issues this notice setting forth 
these revisions as proposed rulemaking 
and advises the public that Interested 
persons may participate by submitting 
wrltting comments to the Region DC Of¬ 
fice. Relevant comments received on or 
before June 27. 1977. will be considered. 


Comments received will be available for 
public inspection at the Region IX of¬ 
fice and the EPA Public Information 
Reference Unit. 

Copies of the proposed revision are 
available for public inspection during 
normal business hours at the following 
locations: 

Plum** County Air Pollution Control Dis¬ 
trict. Courthouse Annex. Quincy. CA 95971. 
California. Air Resources Board. 1709 11th 
Street, Sacramento. CA 95814 
Environmental Protection Agency. Region 
IX. 100 California 8treet, San Francisco, 
CA 94111. 

Public Information Reference Unit. Room 
2922 (EPA Library). 401 M Street SW, 
Washington D.C. 20460. 

(Sec. 110. Clean Air Act, as amended. (42 
UB.C. 1657C-5).) 

Dated: May 3. 1977. 

Paul De Falco, Jr., 
Regional Administrator . 
JFR Doc 77-15061 Filed 5-25-77,8 45 am| 


[ 40 CFR Part 52 ] 

fFRL 736-7| 

APPROVAL AND PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 


Revisions In Metropolitan Los Angeles In¬ 
trastate Air Quality Control Region 



AOENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 


ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY: It is the purpose of this no¬ 
tice to acknowledge receipt of. and invite 
public comments on: The rules and regu¬ 
lations of and their revisions for the 
Southern California APCD. and for the 
Counties of Los Angeles. Orange. San 
Bernardino, and Riverside: and also 
sections of the California Health and 
Safety Code. These were submitted to 
EPA by the California Air Resources 
Board for Inclusion in the California 
State Implementation Plan on: July 25. 
1973; January 22. July 19. and Octo¬ 
ber 23. 1974: January 10. April 10. 
July 22. and November 3. 1975: Febru¬ 
ary 10. April 21. August 2. and Novem¬ 
ber 10. 1976; and February 10.1977. Reg¬ 
ulations concerning New Source Review. 
Emergency Episodes, Vapor Recovery, 
and In-Stack Monitoring are not being 
considered in this notice and will be the 
topic of separate Federal Register no¬ 
tices. The EPA solicits comments regard¬ 
ing the desirability of approving or dis¬ 
approving the rules and regulations being 
considered, especially as to their con¬ 
sistency with the Clean Air Act 

DATES: Comments may be submitted up 
to June 27.1977. 

ADDRESS: Send comments to: 

Regional Administrator. 

Attention; Air and Hazardous Mate¬ 
rials Division, Air Programs Branch, 
California SIP Section. EPA, Region 
DC, 100 California Street. San Fran¬ 
cisco. Calif. 94111. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Frank M. Covtngton, Director. Air and 
Hazardous Materials Division En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency. At- 
ten lion: David R. Souten. 100 Califor¬ 
nia Street, San Francisco Calif 94111 
415-556-7288. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The 1973-1977 submittal contained rev). 
Sion.* to the following rules: 

Southern California Air PoUutlon Control 
District Rule*—common to San Bernardino. 
Riverside. Orange, and Los Angeles Countki 
and the Metropolitan Los Angele* Intnwut* 
AQCR 

Regulation I— Genual Provision* 
Rule 

101 Title 

102 Definition of term*. 

103 Definition of geographical area* 

104 Reporting of source test data and 

analysis. 

105 Authority to arrest. 

106 Increments of progress. 

Regulation n—P ermit* 

Those parts of Regulation H not part of 
New Source Review are: 

208 Permit for open burning. 

218 Stack monitoring. 

Regulation IV— Prohibitions 

401 Visible emissions. 

402 Nuisance. 

403 Fugitive dust. 

404 Particulate matter concentration 

405 Solid particulate matter—weight 

407 Liquid and gaseous air contaminant* 

408 Circumvention. 

409 Combustion contaminant* 

430 Breakdown provisions 

431 Sulfur content of fuels. 

432 Gasoline specifications. 

441 Research operations. 

442 Usage of solvents 

443 Labeling of solvents 

461 Gasoline transfer and dispensing 

462 Organic liquid loading 

463 Storage of organic liquids. 

464 011-effluent water separator. 

465 Vacuum producing devices. 

466 Pump* and compressors. 

467 Safety pressure relief valve* 

468 8ulfur recovery units. 

469 Sulfuric add units. 

470 Asphalt air blowing. 

471 Asphalt or coal tar equipment 

472 Reduction of animal matter. 

473 Disposal of liquid and solid waste* 

474 Fuel burning equipment—oxMe* of 

nitrogen 

475 Electric power generating equipment 

476 Steam generating equipment 

Regulation V—Pbocedurx BCroat thi 
Hearing Board 

501 General 

502 Filing petitions 

503 Contents of petitions 

504 Petitions for variances. 

505 Appeal from denial. 

506 Failure to comply with rules 

507 Pleadings 

508 Dismissal of petition. 

509 Place of hearing. 

510 Notice of hearing. 

511 Evidence. 

512 Preliminary matters 

513 Official notice. 

514 Continuances 

515 Decision. 

516 Effective date of decision 
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517 Lack of permit. 

}U Finding*. 

Rwrulatton VI haa been rescinded and re- 
oUc<d by California Health and Safety 
chapter 957, Division 26. Sections 
43310 end 41860. 

Regulation VII has been submitted by the 
Southern California APCD, but is not being 
considered in this notice and will be the 
loplc of separate Fedexal Racism notices, 

REGULATION VII— EMERGENCIES 


Rule 

701 General, 

702 Air monitoring stations. 

703 Air monitoring summaries. 

704 Episode criteria. 

705 Episode notification. 

706 Episode declaration. 

707 Plans. 

708 Radio communications system. 

709 rust stage episode actions. 

710 Second stage episode actions. 

711 Third stage episode actions, 

712 Inlerdiatrtct coordination 

713 Enforcement. 

714 Termination of episodes. 

713 Scientific advisory committee. 

Regulation Vin — Oanaas roa Aoatxmrnt 

101 General. 

802 Orders for abatement. 

103 ruing petitions. 

8M Contents of petition. 

805 Scope of order. 

8C4 Findings. 

•07 Pleadings. 

8C8 Evidence. 

809 Failure to comply with rules 

810 Dtuntwol of petition. 

811 Place of hearing. 

•12 Notice of hearing. 

•13 Preliminary matters. 

•14 Official notice. 

•15 Continuance. 

•13 Order and decision. 

•17 Effective date of decision 


Los Asctixs County APCD 

REGULATION in-FITS 

Rule 

42 Hearing Board Fees 

State of California 8tate Health and Safety 
Code. Sections 39000 through 43834 aa Identi¬ 
fied by Assembly BUI No. 1758 and approved 
by the Governor on September 22. 1975. 

Pursuant to section 110 of th e Clean 
Air Act as amended, and 40 CFR Part 51, 
the Administrator is required to approve 
or disapprove the regulations as an SIP 
revision. The Regional Administrator 
hereby issues this notice setting forth 
these revisions as proposed rulemaking 
and advises the public that interested 
persons may participate by submitting 
written comments to the Region IX 
Office. Relevant comments received on or 
before June 27. 1977. will be considered. 
Comments received will be available for 
public inspection at the Region IX 
Office and the EPA Public Information 
Reference Unit. 

Copies of the proposed revision are 
available for public inspection during 
normal business hours at the following 
locations: 

Southern California Air Pollution Control 
District. 350 West Mission Blvd . Room 217. 
Pomona. Calif. 91766 

California Air Resources Board. 1709 - 11th 
8treet. Sacramento. Calif. 06814. 
Environmental Protection Agency. Region 
IX. 100 California Street. Ban Francisco. 
Calif 94111. 

Public Information Reference Unit. Room 
2922 (EPA Library). 401 M Street SW , 
Washington. D C 20460. 

(Sec. HO. Clean Air Act. os amended. <42 
U8.C, 1857c-5).) 

Dated . May 2.1977. 


County APCD Rules not Incorporated into 
Southern California APCD but stlU part of 
lbs Metropolitan Los Angeiea AQCR. and 
contained within the Metropolitan Los An- 
ftlw Intrastate AQCR 

8ah Bfenaideno County APCD 

REGULATION J—CENTRAL PSOVtSTONS 

Rule 

•(•) Public availability of emission data 


Paul De Falco. Jr., 
Regional Administrator . 

|FR Doc 77-15082 Filed 5-25-77.8 46 ami 


[ 40 CFR Part 52 ] 

(FRL 738-81 

APPROVAL AND PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 


REGULATION Hl-ITO 

*0 Permit fees. 

42 Hearing board fee*. 

regulation xv—momamoNs 

WA Specific air contaminants. 

J 7 Op« n fires. 

■Ti Open burning In agricultural opera¬ 
tions. 

57 2 Forest management burning. 

73 Dry AAndblastlng. 

Riverside County APCD 

REGULATION IT! —rtZS 

43 Hearing board fees 

regulation xv— pro if in mo n s 

Specific air contaminants. 

57 Open fires. 

Orange County APCD 

REGULATION XY—PlOtRHmONS 

^ Specific air contaminants. 


Revision to Imperial County Air Pollution 
Control Rules and Regulations In State 
of California 

AOENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION . Notice of Proposed Rulemak¬ 
ing, 

SUMMARY: It is the purpose of this no¬ 
tice to acknowledge receipt of and invite 
public comments on revisions to the Im¬ 
perial County Air Pollution Control Dis¬ 
trict’s Rules and Regulations which were 
submitted to EPA by the California Air 
Resources Board for inclusion in the 
California State Ipnpiementatlon Plan. 
These revisions were received on Novem¬ 
ber 10, 1976. The EPA solicits comments 
regarding the desirability of approving or 
disapproving the rules and regulations 
being considered, especially as to their 
consistency with the Clean Air Act. 
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DATES: Comments may be submitted up 
to June 27.1977. 

ADDRESS: Send comments to: Regional 
Administrator. Attn: Air and Hazardous 
Materials Division, Air Programs Branch. 
California 8IP Section. EPA. Region IX. 
100 California Street. San Francisco CA 
94111. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Frank M. Covington. Director. Air and 
Hazardous Materials Division. En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency. Region 
IX. Attn David R. Souten. Chief. Cali¬ 
fornia SIP Section. 100 California 
Street. Ssn Francisco CA 94111. 415- 
556-7288. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 
The November 10. 1976 submittal con¬ 
tained revisions to the following rules: 

Rule 100, Definitions 
Rule 114.6. Exception 
Rule 117. Nuisance* 

Rule 131 A. Livestock Feed Yards 
Rule 148.D, Miscellaneous Exceptions 

Pursuant to section 110 of the Clean 
Air Act as amended, and 40 CFR Port 51. 
the Administrator is required to approve 
or disapprove the regulations as an SIP 
revision. The Regional Administrator 
hereby issues this notice setting forth 
these revisions as proposed rulemaking 
rnd advises the public that interested 
persons may participate by submitting 
written comments to the Region IX Of¬ 
fice. Relevant comments received on or 
before June 27. 1977. will be considered. 
Comments received will be available for 
public inspection at the Region IX of¬ 
fice and the EPA Public Information 
Reference Unit. 

Copies of the proposed revision are 
available for public inspection during 
normal business hours at the following 
locations: 

Imperial County Air Pollution Control Dis¬ 
trict. 940 West Main Street. B Centro 
CA 92243. 

California State Air Resource* Board. 1709 
11th Street, Sacramento CA 96814. 
Environmental Protection Agency. Region • 
IX 100 California Street. San Francisco 
CA 94111. 

Public Information Reference Unit. Room 
2922 1 EPA Library). 401 "M*’ Street. SW.. 
Washington, D C 20460 

i Sec. 110. Clean Air Act. as amended. <43 
use. 18570-5).) 

Dated: May 2. 1977. 

Paul De Falco. Jr.. 
Regional Administrator. 

|FR Doc 77-15063 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 ami 


[ 40 CFR Part 52 ] 

I FRL 736-11 

APPROVAL AND PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 

Revision to Sacramento County Air Pollu¬ 
tion Control Rules and Regulations in 
State of California 

AOENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 
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ACTION: Notice oI Proposed Rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY: It Is the purpose of this 
notice to acknowledge receipt of and in¬ 
vite public comments on revisions to the 
Sacramento County Air Pollution Con¬ 
trol District Rules and Regulations 
which were submitted to EPA by the 
State of California for inclusion in the 
California State Implementation Plan. 
These revisions were received by Novem¬ 
ber 10. 1976. Regulations concerning 
New 8ource Review and Vapor Recovery 
are not being considered in this notice, 
and will be the topic of a separate 
Federal Register notice. The EPA 
solicits comments regarding the desir¬ 
ability of approving or disapproving the 
rules and regulations being considered, 
especially as to their consistency with 
the Clean Air Act. 

DATE: Comments may be submitted up 
to June 27. 1977. 

ADDRESS: Send comments to: Regional 
Administrator. Attn: Air and Hazardous 
Materials Division, Air Programs Branch, 
EPA. Region IX. 100 California Street. 
San Francisco. CA 94111. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Frank M Covington. Director. Air and 
Hazardous Material Division, Envi¬ 
ronmental Protection Agcncv, Attn: 
David Souten. San Francisco. CA 94111. 
415-556-7288. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The November 10. 1976 submittal con¬ 
tained revisions to the following rules 
and regulations: 

Rule 

1 Title. • 

2 Definitions. 

11 Storage of Petroleum Products 

12 Organic Liquid Loading 

14 Transfer of Gasoline Into Vehicle Fuel 
Tanks. 

21 Dust and Condensed Fumes 

22a Open Fires 

22b Incinerator Burning. 

24 Specific Con taminan t 

25 Organic Solvents 

27 Orchard Heaters. 

28 OasoltneStofage. 

28 Circumvention 

33 Content* or Petition 
38 Notice of Rearing. 

44 Decision. 

70 Permit Pees 

71 Hearing Board Fees 

90 Agricultural Burning Permits. 

02 ”No Burn” Days. 

03 Preparation of Agricultural Waste 
94 Limitation on Dally Burning Rate 
05 Other Burning Limitations 
96 Emergency Permits 
07 Agricultural Waterway Delivery and 
Drainage Systems 

98 Permits by Fire Protection Agencies 
Definitions List added to Regulation VII. 

Pursuant to section i 10 of the Clean 
Air Act as amended and 40 CFR Part 51, 
the Administrator is required to approve 
or disapprove the regulations as an SIP 
revision The Regional Administrator 
hereby issues this notice setting forth 
these revisions as proposed rulemaking 
and advises the public that Interested 


persons may participate by submitting 
written comments to the Region IX 
Office. Relevant comments received on or 
before June 27. 1977, will be considered. 
Comments received will be available for 
public inspection at the Region IX Office 
and the EPA Public Information Refer¬ 
ence Unit. 

Copies of the proposed revision are 
available for public Inspection during 
normal business hours at the following 
locations: 

Cftcrsmcnto County Health Agency, Depart¬ 
ment of Community Health, 3701 Branch 
Center Road, Sacramento, California 
95827. 

California Air Reaourcea Board, 1709 11th St.. 

Sacramento. California 95814. 
Environmental Protection Agency. Region IX 
100 California 8treet. San Francisco. CA 
94111 

Public Information Reference Unit, Room 
2922 (EPA Library 1, 401 M Street. 8W. 
Washington, DC. 20460. 

(Sec 110. Clean Air Act. as amended. (42 
US.C. 1857C-5),) 

Dated: May 3.1977. 

Paul D* Palco. Jr.. 
Regional Administrator. 
(FR Doc- 77-15056 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 am| 

DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Materials Transportation Bureau 
[49 CFR Part 171] 

(Docket No HM 160. Notice No. 77-4) 

RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS IMPORTED 
INTO THE UNITED STATES 

Quantity Limitations 

AGENCY: Materials Transportation Bu¬ 
reau. DOT. 

ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rule Mak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY: This proposed rule would 
permit the import into the United States 
of packages of Type A and low specific 
activity radioactive materials which have 
been prepared in accordance with the 
quantity limitations of the most recent 
International Atomic Energy Agency 
<IAEA> standards. The proposal would 
permit such IAEA quantity limitations 
to be used in place of existing DOT quan¬ 
tity limitations, since' differences be¬ 
tween the two requirements are small 
but nevertheless hinder importation of 
Type A and low specific activity ma¬ 
terials. 

DATE: Comments must be received on 
or before June 27.1977. 

ADDRESSES: Comments must be ad¬ 
dressed to Docket Section. Office of 
Hazardous Materials Operations, U.S. 
Department of Transportation. 2100 2nd 
Street SW.. Washington. DC. 20590. 
Five copies of comments are requested 
but not required 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Dr. C. H Thompson. Acting Director. 
Office of Hazardous Materials Opera¬ 


tions. 2100 2nd Street SW., Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20590, phone 202-426*0656 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 
Many countries and international trans¬ 
port organizations throughout the world 
have adopted the standards of the Inter¬ 
national Atomic Energy Agency’s Regu¬ 
lations for the Safe Transport of Radio¬ 
active Materials. 1973 Revised Edition, 
and the adoption of these standards by 
other countries is imminent Store the 
allowable quantity limits for Type a 
quantities and for low specific activity 
radioactive materials as set forth in the 
1973 IAEA Regulations are at variance 
with the limits established in current 
DOT Hazardous Materials Regulations, 
packages of such radioactive materials 
imported into the United States while 
meeting the standards of the originating 
country or international transport or¬ 
ganizations. and meeting U 8 require¬ 
ments except for quantity, cannot be 
transported in commerce in the United 
States without further repacking Pri¬ 
mary’ drafters are Alfred W. Grella and 
Douglas A. Crockett. 

The Materials Transportation Bureau 
is considering an amendment to bring 
U S reouiroments into closer conformity 
with 1973 IAEA Standards. However, 
until final action is taken in that regard 
to avoid further Interference with import 
activities involving radioactive materuls. 
the rule proposed herein would authorize 
the acceptance and transportation of 
packages meeting the IAEA Standard* 
for Type A or low’ specific activity radio¬ 
active materials. 

The proposal would not result in a 
significant environmental or economic 
Impact, as the net effect of the proposal 
is to marginally extend domestic quan¬ 
tity limitations for existing packagings. 
Domestic requirement* concerning pack¬ 
aging. marking, labeling and shipping 
papers are not affected 

In consideration of the foregoing. It is 
proposed to amend Part 171 of Title 49, 
Code of Federal Regulations, as follows: 

1. In i 171.7 paragraph <d> «10> would 
be revised to read as follows 

§ 171.7 Mailer incorporated by refer¬ 
ence. 


«d> • • • 

CIO) IAEA "Regulations for the Safe 
Transport of Radioactive Materials", 
1967 Edition and 1973 Revised Edition. 
Safety Series No. 6. 


2 In 5 171.12. a new paragraph (e> 
would be added to read as follows: 

§171.12 Import and export 
• • • • 

<e> Notwithstanding the quantity lim¬ 
itations of | 173 389(c) and (L> of this 
subchapter, any package at radioactive 
materials which otherwise conforms to 
the requirements of this subchapter ap¬ 
plicable to Type A quantities or low 
specific activity materials may be of¬ 
fered and accepted for transportation 
and transported within the United 
States, under the following conditions* 
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(1) The package is being imported 
into the United States or is passing 
through in the course of being shipped 
between places outside the United States. 

<2> The country or origin has adopted 
the Type A quantity limitations and low 
specific activity materials definition set 
forth in the IAEA Regulations for the 
Safe Transport of Radioactive Ma¬ 
terial's, 1973 Revised Edition. 

(3) The contents of the package have 
been assigned as a Type A quantity or a 
low specific activity material in accord¬ 
ance with the IAEA Type A quantity 
limitations and low specific activity ma¬ 
terials definition adopted by the origin 
country. (For fissible radioactive mate¬ 
rials or Type B quantities, see f 173.393b 
of this Chapter.) 

(49 UJ8.C. 1803, 1804. 1808; 49 CTO 1.53(f) 
tod paragraph (a) (4) Of App A to Part 102.) 

Norr—The Materials Transportation Bu¬ 
reau has determined that this document 
does not contain a major proposal requir¬ 
ing the preparation of an Economic Impact 
Statement under Executive Order 11821 and 
0MB Circular A-107. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 

20.1977. 

Dr. C. H. Thompson, 

Acting Director. Office of 
Hazardous Materials Operations . 

(TO Doc.77-15084 Piled 5-28-77:8:45 am] 


National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

[49 CFR Part 571 J 

[Docket No. 75-18; Notice 111 

AIR BRAKE SYSTEMS 
Agricultural Commodity Trailers 

AOENCY: National Highway Traffic 
8afety Administration. 

ACTION: Proposal. 

SUMMARY: The proposal wop Id extend 
indefinitely an existing option for spe¬ 
cialized agricultural trailers under 
Standard No. 121, Air Brake Systems . of 
oveeting the parking brake requirements 
of the standard or of the air-actuated 
"breakaway" requirements of the Bu¬ 
reau of Motor Carrier Safety. The op¬ 
tion exists because the working environ- 
ojent of the trailers can lead to disabling 
w the parking brakes, and a solution 
to the underlying technical problems has 
not been perfected. 

DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before June 20, 1077. Proposed effec¬ 
tive date. Date of publication of the final 
rule in the Federal Register, 

ADDRESSES: Comments should refer to 
the docket number and be submitted to: 
jjpom 5108, Nassif Building. 400 Seventh 
street. 8W., Washington. D.C. 20590. 

jJUR^FURTHER INFORMATION CON- 

8tephen Sacks. Office of Crash Avoid¬ 
ance. National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration. Washington, DC. 
20590, 202-428-21531. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Standard No. 121 (49 CFR 571.121) per¬ 


mits some bulk agricultural commodity 
trailers the option, until June 30. 1977. 
of meeting the parking brake require¬ 
ments of the standard (actuation by an 
energy source unaffected by air loss in 
the service brake system) or the air- 
actuated •‘breakaway" system that com¬ 
plies with Bureau of Motor Carrier 
Safety <BMCS> requirements <49 CFR* 
393.43). Most manufacturers use the 
stored energy of a compressed spring to 
apply and maintain the required braking 
force required by S5.6.3 of Standard No, 
121 . 

Manufacturers petitioned for modifica¬ 
tion of this parking brake requirement 
In the case of some agricultural trailers 
because they often are dropped off near 
the fields by the highway tractors, and 
then towed into fields by agricultural 
tractors. The farm tractors do not have 
air compressors to recharge the air sup¬ 
ply and release the brakes in order to 
move the vehicles. When the spring 
brakes are mechanically released to al¬ 
low movement they are often not re¬ 
engaged for highway operation, permit¬ 
ting the trailer to operate on the high¬ 
way without & secondary means of brak¬ 
ing. To avoid the hazard of on-highway 
operation with disengaged spring brakes, 
the agency adopted the option for a 
limited period. 

Wesco Truck and Trailer Sales has pe¬ 
titioned for extension of the option to 
December 31. 1978. and Utility Trailer 
Manufacturing Company has petitioned 
for its indefinite continuation. The 
agency has an outstanding proposal to 
broaden the available means to meet the 
parking and emergency brake require¬ 
ments for oil trailers (40 FR 56920: De¬ 
cember 5,1975). However, because of the 
comprehensive nature of the proposed 
revision. It will not be acted on in the 
immediate future. 

Until the brood proposal is made final 
or until another solution is available, 
the agency has tentatively decided that 
the exclusion for these specialized trail¬ 
ers from the parking and emergency 
braking requirement should continue, as 
long as the vehicles are manufactured 
to comply with the BMC8 requirements 
noted earlier. Accordingly, it is proposed 
that the temporary exclusion contained 
in 85.6 and 85.8 of the standard be made 
permanent The agency would like to ad¬ 
vise commentsrs that new requirements 
could be proposed In the future as part of 
any proposal to modify the standard's 
parking brake requirements. 

Wesco also asked that the option be 
extended to all trailers to avoid problems 
of definition between those trailers that 
are and those that are not allowed the 
option. The agency believes that a more 
reasonable way to resolve definitional 
problems is to make a finding of status 
in the case of any particular trailer type 
which is not easily classified. Requests 
for Interpretation of the agricultural 
trailer definition may be addressed to 
the Office of Chief Counsel at the address 
noted above. For this reason. Wcsco's 
petition for expansion of the option to 
all trailer types is denied. 


The economic and inflationary im¬ 
pacts of this rulemaking have been eval¬ 
uated in accordance with OMB Circular 
A-107. and an Economic Impact State¬ 
ment is not required. 

Interested persons are Invited to sub¬ 
mit comments on the proposal. It is re¬ 
quested but not required that 10 copies be 
submitted. 

All comments received before the close 
of business on the comment closing date 
indicated above will be considered, and 
will be available for examination in the 
docket at the above address both before 
and after that date. To the extent pos¬ 
sible, comments filed after the closing 
date will also be considered. However, 
the rulemaking action may proceed at 
any time after that date, and comments 
received after the closing date and too 
late for consideration in regard to the 
action will be treated as suggestions for 
future rulemaking. The NHT8A will con¬ 
tinue to file relevant material as it be¬ 
comes available in the docket after the 
closing date, and it Is recommended that 
interested persons continue to examine 
the docket for new material. 

The program official and lawyer prin¬ 
cipally responsible for the development 
of this proposal are Stephen Sacks and 
Tad Herlihy, respectively. 

(Sec. 103, 119. Pub L. 89-583. 80 StAt 718 
(15 UB.C. 1392. 1407); delegation* of au¬ 
thority at 49 CFR 1.50 and 49 CFR 601 8). 

Issued on May 20. 1977. 

Robert L. Cartes. 

Associate Administrator. 

Motor Vehicle Programs. 

(FR Doc.77-14903 Plied 5-20-77;4:02 pm] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
[50 CFR Part 17] 

ENDANGERED AND THREATENED 
WILDLIFE AND PLANTS 

Proposed Determination of Threatened 
Status for Three Species of Reptiles 
From Mona Island, P.R., With a Pro¬ 
posal for Critical Habitat 

AGENCY: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Serv¬ 
ice. 

ACTION: Proposed rulemaking. 

SUMMARY: The Director. U.8. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (hereinafter, the Direc¬ 
tor and the Service, respectively), hereby 
issues a proposed rulemaking, pursuant 
to the Endangered Species Act of 1973 
<16 U.S.C.1531-1543, 87 Stat. 884, here¬ 
inafter the Act). which would determine 
three species of reptiles, the Mona boa 
tEpicrates monensis ), the Mona ground 
Iguana < Cyclura stejnegcri) , and the 
Mona blind snake ( Typhlops monensis ). 
to be threatened species and which w ould 
determine critical habitat for these spe¬ 
cies. These species occur on Mona Island. 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 

DATES: All relevant comments and ma¬ 
terials with regard to this proposed rule- 
making received no later than August 24. 
1977. will be considered by the Director, 
U S. Fish and Wildlife 8ervice. 
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ADDRESSES: Comments and materials 
concerning this proposed rulemaking 
preferably In triplicate, should be sent to 
the Director (FW8/OE8). tJ.8. Fish and 
Wildlife Service. U S. Department of the 
Interior. Washington. D.C 20240. Com¬ 
ments and materials received will be 
available for public inspection during 
normal business hours at the Service’s 
Office of Endangered 8pedes. 8ulte 1100. 
1612 K Street NW„ Washington. D.C. 
20240. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT. 

Mr. Keith M Schreiner. Associate Di¬ 
rector, Federal Assistance. Fish and 
• Wildlife Service. U.8. Department of 
the Interior. Washington. D.C. 20340 
<202-343-4646). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Background 

Section 4<ai of the Act states: 

General —(1) The Secretary Khali by reg¬ 
ulation determine whether any species u an 
endangered species or a threatened species 
because of any of the following factor* 

(1 ) The present or threatened destruction, 
modification, or curtailment of tu habitat 
or range; 

(2) Overutlllzatlon for commercial. «port¬ 
ing. scientific, or educational purposes 

" (3) or predation. 

(4) The Inadequacy of existing regulatory 
mechanisms, or 

(6) Other natural or manmade factors 
affecting its continued existence. 

This authority has been delegated to 
the Director. 

The three reptiles that are the subject 
of this proposed rulemaking are all 
endemic to Mona Island, a small (13.658 
acres) island located midway between 
the Dominican Republic and Puerto 
Rico. Because they live in close prox¬ 
imity to one another, the factors affect¬ 
ing the status of these species will be 
summarized together It should also be 
noted that all species of ground Iguanas 
(Cpehira sp > and all species of Carib¬ 
bean boas (Eplcrates sp.) are listed as 
Appendix n species by the Convention 
on International Trade In Endangered 
Species of Wild Fauna and Flora. 

Summary or Factors Affecting 
Thy Species 

These findings are summarized herein 
under each of the five criteria of Section 
4<a> of the Act. These factors, and their 
application to the three reptiles from 
Mona Island are as follows: 

1. The present or threatened destruc¬ 
tion, modification, or curtailment of its 
habitat or range. At present, there are 
extensive plans for the development of 
Mona Island, which Is not now inhabited. 
Should this development, principally an 
oil superport, be Initiated and completed, 
a decline In the available habitat, es¬ 
pecially those areas required for nesting 
by these species, would be expected As 
such, the populations of these three 
reptiles would experience a serious de¬ 
cline in numbers. 

12) Overutilization far commercial, 
sporting, scientific . or educational pur¬ 


poses. This is probably not a major 
threat to the Mona reptiles. However. 
Mona boas and Mona ground iguanas 
are occasionally shot by hunters who 
come to the Island to hunt the many 
species of Introduced mammals. Protec¬ 
tion as threatened would serve to dis¬ 
courage such activity. 

(3) Disease or predation. Predation on 
the eggs, young, and adults of Mona 
reptiles by introduced mammals, pri¬ 
marily rats. cats, and pigs, have con¬ 
tributed to the scarcity of many species 
of native Mona snlmala. including the 
three species which are the subject of 
this proposed rulemaking. 

(4> The inadequacy of existing regula¬ 
tory mechanisms. There are a few exist¬ 
ing regulatory measures to protect the 
Mona ground Iguana No Iguanas or 
their eggs may be killed or collected 
without a special permit from the Puerto 
Rico Department of Natural Resources, 
and public hunting is not allowed during 
iguana nesting season. There are no 
specific regulatory measures regarding 
the Mona boa or Mona blind snake. 

<5> Other natural or manmade factors 
affecting its continued existence. None. • 

Critical Habitat 

Section 7 of the Act* entitled -Inter¬ 
agency Cooperation,'* states:. 

The Secretary shall review other program* 
administered by him and utilise »uch pro¬ 
gram* in furtherance of the purpose* of thla 
Act. All other Federal department* and agen¬ 
cies *haU, In consultation with and with the 
assistance of the Secretary, utilise their au¬ 
thor! Uc« In furtherance of the purposes of 
thl* Act by carrying out program* for the 
conservation of Endangered spool** and 
Threatened species listed pursuant to Section 
4 of this Act and by talcing such action nec¬ 
essary to insure that actions authorized, 
funded, or carried out by them do not jeop¬ 
ardize the continued existence of such en¬ 
dangered species and threatened species or 
result in the destruction or modification of 
habitat of such species which Is determined 
by the Secretary, after consultation as ap¬ 
propriate with the affected States, to be 
critical. 

An interpretation of the term Critical 
Habitat was published by the Fish and 
Wildlife Service and the National Marine 
Fisheries Service in the Federal Register 
of April 22.1975 <40 FR 17764-17765). 

The areas delineated below • exclusive 
of those existing manmade structures or 
settlements which are not necessary to 
the survival or recovery of the specks) 
may not necessarily include the entire 
Critical Habitat of the three species of 
reptiles in this proposed rulemaking, and 
modifications to Critical Habitat descrip¬ 
tions may be proposed in the future. In 
accordance with Section 7 of the Act. all 
Federal departments and agencies 
would be required to insure that actions 
authorized, funded, or carried out by 
them do not result in the destruction or 
modification of the Critical Habitat of 
these species found within the areas de¬ 
lineated below. 

Until the promulgation of Section 7 
regulations, all Federal departments and 
agencies should, in accordance with Sec¬ 
tion 7 of the Act. consult with the Sec¬ 


retary of the Interior with respect to any 
action which Lt considered likely to affect 
Critical Habitat within the delineated 
areas. Consultation pursuant to Section 7 
should be carried out using the proce¬ 
dures contained in the "Guidelines to 
Assist the Federal Agencies In Comply¬ 
ing with Section 7 of the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973** which have been 
made available to the Federal agencies by 
the Service. In addition, proposed provi¬ 
sions for interagency cooperation were 
published on January* 26. 1977. in the 
Federal Register (42 FR 4868-48751 to 
assist Federal agencies in complying with 
8ectbn 7 of the Endangered 8pec:o5 Act 
of 1973. 

Critical Habitat Determination 

Critical Habitat for the three species 
of reptiles in this proposed ruleimking 
includes the following areas (excliiMwc 
of those existing manmade structures or 
settlements which are not necessary to 
the survival or recovery of the species < 

I. Mona Inland, Commonwealth of purrto 
Rico. Entire laiand 

ErrxcT or the Rulemaking 

The effects of these determinations 
and this rulemaking include, but are not 
necessarily limited to. those discussed 
below. 

Endangered Species regulations al¬ 
ready published in Title 50 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations set forth a series 
of general prohibitions and exceptions 
which apply to all Endangered Species. 
AU of those prohibitions and exceptions 
also apply to any Threatened Species un¬ 
less a Special Rule pertaining to that 
Threatened 8pecles has been published 
and indicates otherwise. The regulations 
referred to above, which pertain to En¬ 
dangered and Threatened Species, art 
found at ftf 17.21 and 17 31 of Title 50 
and, for the convenience of the reader, 
are reprinted below: 

f 17.21 Prohibitions. 

(a) Except u provided in Svbpnn A of 
thl* part, or under permit* issued punuant 
to f 17.22 or I 1703. It I* unlawful for *n) 
person subject to the Jurisdiction of the 
United State* to commit, to attempt u> 
oommit. to solicit another to commit or to 
cause to be committed, any of the act* de¬ 
scribed in paragraphs (b) through <fl 04 
this section In regard to any endangered 
wildlife. 

(b) Import or export . It Is unlawful to 
import or to export any endangered wlldlife- 
Any shipment in transit through the United 
States la an importation and an exportation, 
whether or not it lias entered the country for 
custom* purposes 

(c) Take. (1) It Is unlawful to take en¬ 
dangered wildlife within the United States, 
within the territorial sea of the United State* 
or upon the high seas. The high seas ohsil t* 
all waters seaward of the territorial **a « 
the United States, except waters odWAHJ 
recognized by the United States a* the ter¬ 
ritorial sea of another country, under inter¬ 
national law. 

(21 Notwithstanding paragraph <c) 
of this section, any person may take en¬ 
dangered wildlife In defense of his own in* 
or the lives of other*. 

(3) Notwithstanding paragraph (c)(1) « 
this section, any employee or agent of tn 
Service, any other Federal Und manage- 
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atnt «•»*. U» Nmuonaj M*rto* FUb«i«* 
Sn ip, or » 9t»t« ooiiM«nf»t»on ugency, who 
iTd«t*iukte<l by UU fxxy tar «ueh pur- 
' , ^ay. when acting In the course of hta 
£m-Ul duties, take endangered wildlife wlth- 
mi a permit If such action la necessary to: 

4l) AM » ® te >t. injured, or orphared epeei- 


i p*n : OT 

(in DUrpoa* of * dead ipocimtn; or 
inn Salvage 11 d»»d fipecimeu which may 
be tweful for scientific study, or 
/Itl Remove (specimen* which constitute 
• drains treble but nonlmmedtate threat to 
iwmsn safety. provided that the taking la 
done in s humane manner; the taking may 
Involve killing or injuring only If It has not 
been reasonably possible to eliminate such 
thrtst by Ure-capturlng and releasing the 
(specimen unharmed. In a remote area 
14) Any taking pursuant to paragraphs 
(e) <2) and <3) of this section must be re¬ 
ported In writing to the United 8tales FUh 
tnd Wildlife Service. Division of taw En¬ 
forcement P.O. Box 19183. Washington. DC. 
20036, within 5 days. The specimen may only 
be retained disposed of. or salvaged In ac- 
cucdance with directions from Service 
(6) Nut withstanding paragraph <c)(l> of 
this lection, any qualified employee or agent 
of * State Conservation Agency which la a 
party to a Cooperative Agreement with the 
Service In accordance with section 6(c) of the 
Act who la designated by hla agency for such 
purposes, may. when acting In the course 
of hU official duties take Endangered Species, 
for conservation programs In accordance with 
lb# Cooperative Agreement, provided that 
roch talking la not reasonably anticipated to 
remit In (I) the death or permanent dis¬ 
abling of the specimen; ill) the removal of 
the fprclroen from the State where the taking 
occurred; (111) the introduction of the speci¬ 
men so taken, or of any progeny derived from 
weta a specimen, into an area beyond the 
hi* tort cal range of the specie*. or (lv) the 
holding of the specimen in captivity for a 
period of more than 46 consecutive days. 

(d) Po9$e&3ion and other arts trtth un- 
toirfuny token iritdH/e. <!> It la unlawful 
to possess, sell, deliver, carry, transport, or 
abip. by any means whatsoever, any endan- 
med wildlife which was taken In violation 
of paragraph (c) of this section 
trample, a person captures a whooping 
nan# in Texas and gives ft to a second per- 
•on. who puts it In a closed van and drives 
thirty miles, to another location in Texas. 
Th# (second person then give* the whooping 
crane to a third person, who Is apprehended 
with the bird In hla possession. All three 
have violated the law—the first by Illegally 
taking the whooping crane: the second by 
transporting an Illegally taken whooping 
owne; imd the third by possessing an 
tUanUy taken whooping crane 
(2) Notwithstanding paragraph (d)(1) 
tfjhli section. Federal and State law en¬ 
forcement officers may possess, deliver, carry, 
transport or ship any endangered wildlife 
‘axon in violation of the Act as necessary In 
Pfenning their official duties 
(e> tnicTttate or foreign commerce. It 
■ u lawful to deliver, receive, carry, trana- 
P° rt or ship In Interstate or foreign com- 
by any means whatvxever. and in the 
®wir*e of a commercial activity, any endan- 
9** wildlife. 

if) sale or offer for eale (I) It U un- 
•amdui to sell or to oiler for sale in interstate 
* foreign commerce any endangered wild- 


(2> An advertisement for the sale of endan- 
farad wildlife which carries a warning to the 
«rect that no sale may be consummated un- 
J: • Jwnit haa been obtained from the U.R 
and Wildlife Service Shall not be con- 
*** offer for ** le within the meaning 
w ibis subsection. 


|40 TB, 44415; Sept 26. 1975 as amended at 
40 FR 53400; Nov. 18. 1975; 41 PH 19226. May 
11. 1976) 

I 17.31 Prohibition* 

(a) Except as provided In Subpart A of this 
Fart, or In a permit Issued under this Subpart 
all of the {provisions in | 17 21 (a) through 
(c)(4) shall apply to threatened wlldelife 

<b) In addition to any other provisions 
of this Part 17. any employee or agent of 
the Service, of the National Marine Fisheries 
Service, or or a State coocrrvmUon agency 
which Is operating a conservation pro¬ 
gram pursuant to the terms of a Co-operative 
Agreement with the Service in accordance 
with section 6(0 of the Act, who la des¬ 
ignated by his agency for such purposes, 
may, when acting In the course of his offi¬ 
cial duties, take any threatened wildlife to 
carry out scientific research or conservation 
programs. 

(c) Whenever a epecial rule in If 17.40 to 
17.46 applies to a threatened species, none of 
the provisions of paragraphs (a) and <b) 
of this section will apply. The special rule 
will oontaln ail the applicable prohibitions 
and exceptions. 

[40 FR 44416; Sept 26. 1975 as amended at 
41 FR 19226; May 11, 1976J 

Regulations published in the Federal 
Register of September 26. 1975 (40 FR 
44412) provided for the issuance of per¬ 
mits to carry out otherwise prohibited 
activities involving Endangered or 
Threatened Species under certain cir¬ 
cumstances. Such permits Involving En¬ 
dangered Species are available for scien¬ 
tific purposes or to enhance the propaga¬ 
tion or survival of the species. In some 
instances, permits may be issued during 
a specified period of time to relieve un¬ 
due economic hardship which would be 
suffered if such relief were not available. 

Pursuant to 8ection 4(b) of the Act. 
the Director will notify the Oovemor of 
Puerto Rico with respect to this proposal 
and request his comments and recom¬ 
mendations before making final deter¬ 
minations. 

Public Comments Solicited 

The Director intends that the rules fi¬ 
nally adopted will be as accurate and 
effective in the conservation of any En¬ 
dangered or Threatened species as 
possible. Therefore, any comments or 
suggestions from the public, other con¬ 
cerned governmental agencies, the scien¬ 
tific community, industry, private inter¬ 
est or any other interested party con¬ 
cerning any aspect of these proposed 


rules are hereby solicited. Comments par¬ 
ticularly are sought concerning: 

(1) Biological or other relevant data con¬ 
cerning any threat (or the lack thereof) to 
these three species of reptiles. 

(2) The location of and reasons why any 
habitat of these three species of reptiles 
should or should not be determined to be 
* Critical Habitat” as provided for by Section 
7 of the Act; 

(3) Additional information concerning the 
range and distribution of these three species. 

Final promulgation of the regulations 
on the three species of reptiles In this 
proposed rulemaking will take into con¬ 
sideration the comments and any addi¬ 
tional information received by the Di¬ 
rector and such communications may 
lead him to adopt final regulations that 
differ from this proposal. 

An environmental assessment has been 
prepared in conjunction with this pro¬ 
posal. It is on file in the Service’s Office 
of Endangered Species. 1012 K Street 
NW.. Washington, D.C. 20240, and may 
be examined during regular business 
hours A determination will be made at 
the time of final rulemaking as to 
whether this is a major Federal action 
which would significantly affect the 
quality of the human environment within 
the meaning of Section 102(2) <C> of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 

This proposed rulemaking is Issued 
under the authority contained in the 
Endangered 8pecies Act of 1973 (16 
UAC. 1531-1543; 87 Stat. 884>. and was 
prepared by Dr. C. Kenneth Dodd. Jr.. 
Office of Endangered Species <202-343- 
7814). 

Not*.—T he Department of the Interior has 
determined that this document does not con¬ 
tain a major proposal requiring preparation 
of an Economic Impact Statement under 
Executive Order 11949 and OMB Circular 
A-107. 

Dale: May 17. 1977. 

Lynn A. Oreenwalt, 

Director . Fish and Wildlife Service. 

Accordingly, it is hereby proposed to 
amend Part 17, Subchapter B of Chapter 
1. Title 50 of the Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions, as set forth below: 

It is proposed to amend $ 17.11 (l> 
by adding In alphabetical order the fol¬ 
lowing to the list of animals: 

§ 17.11 Fiulangcrcd and Tlmalrnrd 
Wildlife. 



Sped* 



Rnnx# 



Common umr 

Scientific name 

Premia 

tlon 

Kpown 

Portion of 
rune* where 
endAUftTHi ot 
ihreaiaoed 

PtatUf 

When Special 
llaled roli»« 

• 

• • 


• 

0 

• 

• 

REPTILES 

• 

• • 


• 

0 

• 

• 

lion, Mona... 

. Kpkrct/i 

NA 

Mona Inland. 

_Entire__ 

T 

.. NA 

• 

rnenunM* 

• • 


• 

• 

• 

• 

Iguana. Mourn 

Cpcittrngkjirfrrl . 

NA 

-do.... .. 

_do... 

T 

. NA 

I round 
• 

• • 


• 

• 

• 

• 

Snake, Mnna Mind. TfpKJfij* 

NA 

.do.. 


. T 

_ NA 

0 

mortntu 

• • 


• 

• 

• 

• 
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It Is further proposed to amend 50 
CFn Part 17: 

2. By adding new paragraph (c) (5). 
(6). and (7) to proposed } 17.95 to read 
as follows: 

§ 17.95 CHliral habitat—fi*li and wild¬ 
life. 


(c) Reptiles. • • • 

(5) Mona boa. 

<i>) The following area (exclusive of 
those existing manmade structures or 


settlements which are not necessary to 
the survival or recovery of the species > 
is Critical Habitat for the three species 
of Mona reptiles: 

<A) Mona Island, Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico. Entire Island 01) Pur¬ 
suant to Section 7 of the Act. all Fed¬ 
eral agencies must take such action as 
is necessary to insure that actions au¬ 
thorized. funded, or carried out by them 
do not result in the destruction or modi¬ 
fication of the Critical Habitat area. 





Critical Habitat for Three Reptiles 
from Mona Island. Puerto Rico 

<6> Mona ground iguana. 

The following area (exclusive of 
those existing manmade structures or 
settlements which are not necessary to 
the survival or recovery of the species* 
is Critical Habitat for the three species 
of Mona reptiles: 


(A) Mona Island. Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico. Entire Island. 

iii) Pursuant to Section 7 of the Act. 
all Federal agencies must take such 
action as is necessary to insure that 
actions authorized, funded, or carried 
out by them do not result in the destruc¬ 
tion or modification of the Critical 
Habitat area. 



Critical Habitat for Three Reptiles 
prom Mona Island. Puerto Rico 

(7) Mona blind snake. 

(i> The following area (exclusive of 
those existing manmade structures or 
settlements which arc not necessary to 
the survival or recovery of the species) 
is Critical Habitat for the three species 
of Mona reptiles: 


(A* Mona Island, Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico. Entire Island. 

(11) Pursuant to Section 7 of the Act. 
all Federal agencies must take such 
action as is necessary to Insure that 
actions authorized, funded, or carried 
out by them do not result in the destruc¬ 
tion or modification of the Critical 
Habitat area 
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[50 CFR Part 17] 

ENDANGERED AND THREATENED 
WILDLIFE AND PLANTS 

Proposed Endangered Status and Critical 
Habitat for the New Mexican Ridge 
Nosed Rattlesnake 

AGENCY: U.8. Fish and Wildlife Serv¬ 
ice 

ACTION: Proposed rulemaking. 

SUMMARY: The Director. U.8. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (hereinafter, the Direc¬ 
tor and the Service, respectively). hereby 
Issues a proposed rulemaking, pursuant to 
the Endangered Specie* Act of 1973 (16 
USC. 1531-1543. 87 Stat. 884: herein¬ 
after the Act), which would determine 
the New Mexican ridge-nosed rattle- 
make <Crofah*j wtllardi obscurus) to be 
an endangered species and which would 
determine Critical Hablta* for this 
ipecies. This species occurs In New Mex¬ 
ico and Chihuahua. Mexico. 

DATES: All relevant comments and ma¬ 
terials with regards to this proposed rule- 
oaking received no later than August 24. 
W7, will be considered by the Director. 
US. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

ADDRESSES: Comments and materials 
concerning this proposed rulemaking 
Preferably in triplicate, should be sent 
to the Director <FWS/OES). UH. Fish 
wd Wildlife Service. U.S. Department of 
Uie Interior. Washington. D.C. 20240. 
CdmmenU and materials received will 
available for public inspection dur- 
normal business hours at the Scrv- 
»e*s Office of Endangered Species. Suite 
JW, 1612 K Street NW . Washington. 
DC. 20240. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Keith M. Schreiner, Associate Di¬ 
rector. Federal Assistance, Fish and 

Wildlife Sendee. U.S. Department of 

the Interior. Washington, D.C. 20240 

(202-343-4646). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Background 

Section 4<a> of the Act states: 

General, —(1) The Secretary shall by reg¬ 
ulation determine whether any species is an 
endangered species or a threatened species 
because of any of the following factors: 

(1) The prevent or threatened destruction, 
modification or curtailment of Its habitat 
or range; 

(2) Orerntlllratlan for commercial, sport¬ 
ing. itrtenttflc, or educational purposes; 

(31 Disease or predation: 

(4) The inadequacy of existing regulatory 
mechanisms: or 

(5) Other natural or manmade factors 
affecting Its continued existence 

This authority has been delegated to 
the Director, 

Summary or Factors Affkctimq 
the Species 

The findings are summarized herein 
under each of the five criteria of Section 
4(ai of the Act, These factors, and their 
application to the New Mexican ridge¬ 
nosed rattlesnake are as follows: 

1, The present or threatened destruc¬ 
tion., modification . or curtailment of Us 
habitat or range . The range of the New’ 
Mexican ridge-nosed rattlesnake is pri¬ 
marily restricted to two canyons in the 
Animas Mountains of New Mexico and 
may involve habitat of approximately one 
square mile or less. A small population 
also exists In the Sierra de 8an Luis. 
Chihuahua. Mexico. The Playas Valley is 
experiencing development in the form of 
a copper ore reduction plant and asso¬ 
ciated “company town." Evidence indi¬ 
cates that the plant itself will not ad¬ 
versely affect the rattlesnake: however, 
the increased usage of the Animas Moun¬ 
tains for recreational purposes could 
severely reduce available habitat and 
thus be detrimental to the populations 
of the New Mexican ridge-nosed rattle¬ 
snake. 

2. Overutilization for commercial 
sporting . scientific , or educational pur¬ 
poses. This is probably the chief danger 
to the New Mexican ridge-nosed rattle¬ 
snake. Although relatively abundant 
when first discovered in 1961. the attrac¬ 
tiveness of this species, coupled with its 
limited geographic range, has made it a 
very desirable animal for scientific and 
commercial purposes. Dealers in live her- 
petological specimens have priced this 
species as high as $175 or more for an 18- 


inch specimen. The value of this animal 
has led to extreme habitat destruction in 
the process of collecting, even to the point 
of using dynamite to blast boulders out of 
the way. Evidence indicates that the New 
Mexican ridge-nosed rattlesnake is now 
rare and will continue to decline unless 
measures are enacted to restrict col¬ 
lecting. 

3. Disease or predation. This is prob¬ 
ably not a significant factor contributing 
to the current plight of the species. 

4. The inadequacy of existing regula¬ 
tory mechanisms . This species is cur¬ 
rently listed an Endangered and pro¬ 
tected by State law' in New Mexico. The 
U.8. Fish and Wildlife Service has also 
entered into agreement with the Pruett- 
Wray Cattle Company, owners of the 
canyons where the New Mexican ridge¬ 
nosed rattlesnake lives, to close access to 
collectors. However, this has only been 
a partial deterrent to those who want a 
member of this species for their collec¬ 
tion. 

5. Other natural or manmade factors 
affecting its continued existence . None. 

Critical Habitat 

Section 7 of the Act. entitled •‘Inter¬ 
agency Cooperation/’ states: 

The Secretary shall review other programs 
administered by him and utilize such pro¬ 
grams in furtherance of the purposes of this 
Act. All other Federal departments and 
agencies shall. In consultation with and with 
Uie aaaistance of the Secretary, utilize their 
authorities in furtherance of the purposes of 
this Act by carrying out programs for the 
conservation of endangered species and 
threatened species listed pursuant to section 
4 of this Act and by taking such action neces¬ 
sary to Ineure that actions authorized. 
funded, or carried out by them do not 
>eopardlxe the continued existence of such 
endangered species and threatened species or 
result in the destruction or modification at 
habitat of such sperlea which is determined 
by the Secretary, after consultation as ap¬ 
propriate with the affected States, to be 
critical. 

An Interpretation of the term Critical 
Habitat was published by the Fish and 
Wildlife 8ervlce and the National Marine 
Fisheries Service in the Federal Register 
of April 22. 1975 <40 FR 17764-17765). In 
addition, proposed provisions for Inter¬ 
agency Cooperation were published on 
January 26.1977. in the Federal Register 
(42 FR 4868-4875) to assist Federal agen¬ 
cies in complying with Section 7 of the 
Endangered 8pecies Act of 1973. 

The areas delineated below do not 
necessarily include the entire Critical 
Habitat of the New Mexican ridge-nosed 
rattlesnake, and modifications to Critical 
Habitat descriptions may be proposed in 
the future. In accordance with Section 7 
of the Act. all Federal departments and 
agencies would be required to Insure that 
actions authorized, funded, or carried out 
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by them do not result In the destruction 
or modification of the Critical Habitat of 
the New Mexican ridge-nosed rattlesnake 
found within the areas delineated below. 

It is recognized that the Critical 
Habitat area may contain manmade 
structures that arc not of primary use 
to the New Mexican ridge-nosed rattle¬ 
snake. It should be stressed, however, 
that this Is only a proposed rulemaking 
that is setting forth the outer param¬ 
eters of the Critical Habitat in question, 
and that based upon data received and 
additional studies conducted bv the Fish 
and Wildlife Service, the final rulemak¬ 
ing may differ from this proposal. 

Until the issuance of additional guide¬ 
lines or regulations, all Federal depart¬ 
ments and agenrfes should, in accord¬ 
ance with Section 7 of the Act. consult 
with the Secretary of the Interior wtih 
respect to any actions which might rea- 
sonbly be expected to affect the deline¬ 
ated Critical Habitat. 

Critical Habitat Determination 

Based upon a study by Dr. Herbert S. 
Harris of all known localities of the sub¬ 
ject species. Critical Habitat for the New 
Mexican ridge-nooed rattlesnake in¬ 
cludes the following: 

<U Elevation* above 6.200 teet In the 
Anlma* Mountains. Hidalgo County New 
Mexico. 

Effect or the Rulemaking 

The effects of these determinations 
and this rulemaking include, but are not 
necessarily limited to. those discussed 
below. 

Endangered Species regulations al¬ 
ready published in Title 50 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations set forth a series of 
general prohibitions and exceptions 
which apply to all Endangered species. 
All of those prohibitions and exceptions 
also apply to any Threatened species un¬ 
less a Special Rule pertaining to that 
Threatened species has been published 
and Indicates otherwise. The regulations 
referred to above, which pertain to En¬ 
dangered species, are found at i 17.21 of 
Title 50 and. for the convenience of the 
reader, are reprinted below: 

I 17.21 Prohibition t. 

(a) Except a* provided In Subpart A of 
this part, or under permit* Issued pursuant 
to I 17 22 or | 17-23. It Is unlawful for any 
person subject to the Jurisdiction of the 
United States to commit, to attempt to com* 
mlt, to solicit another to commit, or to cau.se 
to be committed, any of the acts described 
In paragraphs (b) through (f) of this sec¬ 
tion in regard to any endangered wildlife 

(b) Import or export. It Ls unlawful to 
import or to export any endangered wildlife. 
Any shipment in transit through the United 
8tatcs 1* an Importation and an exportation, 
whether or not it has entered the country 
for customs purposes. 

<c) Take. (I) It is unlawful to take en¬ 
dangered wildlife within the United States, 
within the territorial sea of the United 
States, or upon the high seas The high sens 
shall be all water* seaward of the territorial 
sea of the United States, except waters offi¬ 
cially recognized by the United States as 


the territorial sea of another country, un¬ 
der International law. 

<2) Notwithstanding paragraph (e)(1) of 
this section, any person may take endan¬ 
gered wildlife In defense of his own life or 
the live* of other*. 

(3) Notwithstanding paragraph (c)(1) of 
this section, any employee or agent of the 
Service, any other Federal land management 
agency, the National Marine Fisheries Serv¬ 
ice. or a State conservation agency, who I* 
designated by his agency for such purpose*, 
may. when acting In the course of his official 
duties, take endangered wildlife without a 
permit If such action Is necessary to: 

(1) Aid to sick. Injured, or orphaned 
specimen: or 

(11) Dispose of a dead specimen: or 

(Hi) SalvAge a dead specimen which may 
pe useful for scientific study: or 

(Iv) Remove specimens which constitute 
a demonstrable but nontmmedtate threat to 
human safety, provided that the taking 1* 
done in a humane manner: the taking may 
involve killing or Injuring only If it has not 
been reasonably possible to eliminate such 
threat by Uvc-capturlng and releasing the 
specimen unharmed. In a remote area. 

(4) Any taking pursuant to paragraphs 

(c) (2) and (3) of this section must be 
reported In writing to the United States 
Ftsb and Wildlife Service. Division of Law 
Enforcement, P.O. Box 19183, Washington. 
DC. 20036. within 6 days. The.specimen may 
only be retained, disposed of. or salvaged 
in accordance with directions from the 
Service. 

(5) Notwithstanding paragraph (C)(1) of 
this section, any qualified employee or agent 
of a State Conservation Agency which 1* a 
party to a Cooperative Agreement with the 
Service In accordance with section 8(c) of 
the Act, who Is designated by his agency 
for such purposes, may. when acting in the 
course of his official duties, take Endan¬ 
gered Species, for conservation programs in 
accordance with the Cooperative Agreement, 
provided that such taking ts not reasonably 
anticipated to result in: (I) the death or 
permanent disabling of the specimen; (II) 
the removal of the spertmen from the State 
where the taking occurred; (111) the Intro¬ 
duction of the specimen so taken, or of any 
progeny derived from such a specimen. Into 
an area beyond the historical range of the 
species; or (Iv) the holding of the specimen 
in captivity for a period of more than 45 
consecutive clays. 

(d) Possession and other acts with un- 
law fully taken wildlife. (1) It ls unlawful 
to poase<a. sell, deliver, carry, transport, or 
•hip. by any mean# whatsoever, any endan¬ 
gered wildlife which wai taken In violation 
of paragraph (c) of this section 

Example. A person captures a whooping 
crane In Texas and gives H to a second per¬ 
son. who puts It In a closed van and drives 
thirty miles, to another location in Texas. 
The second person then gives the whooping 
crane to a third person, who is apprehended 
with the bird In his possession. AU three 
have violated the law—the first by Illegally 
taking the whooping crane; the second by 
transporting an Illegally taken whooping 
crane; and the third by possessing an Il¬ 
legally taken whooping crane. 

(2) Notwithstanding paragraph (d)(1) of 
this section. Federal and State law enforce¬ 
ment officers may posses*, deliver, carry, 
transport, or ship any endangered wildlife 
taken In violation of the Act as necessary in 
performing their official duties 

<e) Interstate or foreign commerce. It 1# 
unlawful to deliver, receive, carry, transport, 
or ship In Interstate or foreign commerce. 


by any mean* whatsoever, and in the course 
of a commercial activity, any vndanrwd 
wildlife 

(f) Sate or offer for sale. (I) It is unlaw, 
ful to sell or to offer for sale in interstate 
or foreign commerce any endangered *ild. 
Ufe. 

(2) An advertisement for the sale of en¬ 
dangered wildlife which cmrrle* s warning 
to the effect that no sale may be consum¬ 
mated until a permit has been obtained 
from the UJS. Fish and WUdllf* Servlet 
shall not be considered an offer for tale 
within the meaning of this subsection 

(40 PR 44416; Sept. 28. 1976, a* amended at 
40 Fit 53400. Nov. 18. 1075: 41 Fit 19220. 
May II. 1976.1 

Regulations published in the Fkdmu 
Register of September 28. 1975 -40 FR 
44412). provided for the issuance of per¬ 
mits to carry out otherwise prohibited ac¬ 
tivities involving Endangered or Threat¬ 
ened species under certain circumslances 
8uch permits involving Endangered 
species are available for scientific pur¬ 
poses or to enhance the propagation or 
survival of the species. In some instances, 
permits may be issued during a specified 
period of time to relieve undue economic 
hardship which would be suffered if such 
relief were not available. 

Pursuant to Section 4(b) of the Act 
the Director will notify the Governor of 
New' Mexico with respect to this proposal 
and request his comments and recom¬ 
mendations before making final deter¬ 
minations. 

Public Comments Solicited 

The Director intends that the rules 
finally adopted will be as accurate and 
effective in the conservation of any En¬ 
dangered or Threatened species as pos¬ 
sible. Therefore, any comments or sug¬ 
gestions from the public, other concerned 
governmental agencies, the scientific 
community, industry, private interests, 
or any other interested party concern¬ 
ing any aspect of these proposed rules 
are hereby solicited. Comments particu¬ 
larly are sought concerning: 

(1) Biological or other relevant data con¬ 
cerning any threat (or the lack thereof) to 
the New Mexican ridge-nosed ratUMmak*. 

(2) The location of and reasons why any 
habitat of the New Mexican ridge- nosed rat¬ 
tlesnake should or ahould not be determined 
to be Critical Habitat as provided for by Sec¬ 
tion 7 of the Act; 

(3) Additional information concerning the 
range and distribution of the New Mexican 
ridge-nosed rattlesnake. 

Final promulgation of the regulations 
on the New Mexican ridge-nosed rattle¬ 
snake will take Into consideration the 
comments and any additional informa¬ 
tion received by the Director and such 
communications may lead him to adopt 
final regulations that differ from this 
proposal. 

An environmental assessment has been 
prepared in conjunction with this pro¬ 
posal. It is on file in the Service s Office 
of Endangered Species, 1612 K Street 
NW.. Washington. DC. 20240. and may 
be examined during regular business 
hours. A determination will be made at 
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the time of final rulemaking as to 
Whether this Is a major Federal action 
which would significantly affect the quai- 
•tv of the human environment within the 
meaning of Section 102* 2) <C> of the Na¬ 
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969. 

This proposed rulemaking Is Issued un- 
Ats the authority contained in the En¬ 
dangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 
1531-1343; 87 Stat. 884». and was pre- 
mjtd by Dr. C. Kenneth Dodd. Jr.. Of¬ 
fice of Endangered Species <202-343- 

nw . 


2. It is further proposed to amend 50 
CFR Part 17 by adding new paragraph 
(c) (3) to proposed 4 17.95 to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

f 17.95 Critical habit*:—fi*h and wild- 

life. 


(Cl Reptiles. • • * 

(3) New Mexican ridge-nosed rattle- 
mke. 

(1) The following area (exclusive of 
those existing manmade structures or 
settlements which are not necessary to 
the survival or recovery of the species) 
k Critical Habitat for the New Mexican 
ridge-nosed rattlesnake <Crotalus toil- 
lord: obscurut ): 

(A) Elevations above 6200 feet In the 
Animas Mountains. Hidalgo County. New* 
Mexico. 

(ill Pursuant to Section 7 of the Act. 
all Federal agencies must take such ac¬ 
tion as is necessary to Insure that actions 
authorized, funded, or carried out by 
them do not result In the destruction or 
modification of the Critical Habitat area. 



of an Economic Impact Statement under Ex- 
ocuUve Order 11049 and OMB Circular A-107. 

Dated: May 5.1977. 

Lynn A. Greenwalt. 

Director . 

Fish and Wildlife Service . 

Accordingly, it is hereby proposed to 
amend Part 17. Subchapter B of Chapter 
1. Title 50 of the Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions. as set forth below: 

1. It Is proposed to amend 9 17.11 (!) by 
adding in alphabetical order the follow¬ 
ing to the list of animals: 


Critical Habitat for the New Mexican 
Ridge-Nosed Rattlesnake 


IFR Doc.77-14848 Filed 5-25^77,8 45 am) 


[50 CFR Part 17] 

ENDANGERED AND THREATENED 
WILDLIFE AND PLANTS 

Proposed Determination of Critical Habitat 
for the Houston Toad 

AGENCY: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 
ACTION: Critical Habitat proposal. 

SUMMARY: The Director. U.8. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (hereinafter, the Direc¬ 
tor and the Service, respectively) hereby 
Issues a proposed rulemaking which 
would determine the Critical Habitat of 
the Houston toad (Bufo houstonensU ). 
This proposal is Issued pursuant to Sec¬ 
tion 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 
1973 <16 UJ3.C. 1531-1543; 87 Stat, 884: 
hereinafter the Act). 

DATES: All relevant comments and ma¬ 
terials with regard to this proposed rule- 
making received no later than August 24, 
1977 will be considered by the Director. 
U S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

ADDRESSES: Comments and materials 
concerning this proposed rulemaking, 
preferably in triplicate, should be sent 
to the Director (FWS/OES). U.8. Fish 
and Wildlife Service. U.8. Department of 
the Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240. 

Comments and materials received will 
be available for public Inspection during 
normal business hours at the Service’s 
Office of Endangered Species. 8uite 1100, 
1612 K Street. N.W.. Washington. D.C. 
20240. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Mr. Keith M. Schreiner, Associate Di¬ 
rector. Federal Assistance. Fish and 


Wildlife Service. U.8. Department of 
the Interior, Washington. D.C. 20240. 
202-343-4646. 

Background 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Houston toad Is among the rarest 
and most critically Endangered amphi¬ 
bians in the United States, and has been 
officially listed as Endangered since 1970. 
Much of the hope for the survival and 
recovery of this species depends upon the 
maintenance of suitable, undisturbed 
habitat and breeding sites. The 8ervlce 
recognizes that areas containing such 
sites may qualify for recognition as Criti¬ 
cal Habitat as referred to In Section 7 
of the Act. A notice of Intent to deter¬ 
mine Critical Habitat for the Houston 
toad w as published by the Service in the 
Federal Register of May 16. 1975 (40 
FR 21499-21500). In late 1976. the Al¬ 
buquerque Regional Office (Region 2). of 
the Fish and Wildlife Service received a 
report from Dr. Robert A. Thomas of 
Texas A & M University recommending 
that certain areas In centra] Texas be 
designated as Critical Habitat for the 
Houston toad. 

After evaluating his recommendation 
and supporting data, it was determined to 
proceed with the proposed rulemaking. 

The areas delineated below have been 
used by Houston toads within the last few 
years, and contain the last remaining 
habitat and breeding sites for the species. 
If more populations are discovered In the 
future, additional areas may be proposed 
for Critical Habitat designation. 

Effect of the Rulemaking 

The effects of this determination are 
involved primarily with Section 7 of the 
Act, which states: 

The Secretary shall review other programs 
administered by him and utilize such pro¬ 
grams In furtherance of the purposes of thl* 
Act. All other Federal departments and agen¬ 
cies shall. In consultation with and wtth the 
assistance of the 8?cretary, utilize their 
authorities in furtherance of the purposes of 
this Act by carrying out programs for the 
conservation of endangered species and 
threatened species listed pursuant to section 
4 of this Act and bv taxing such action neces¬ 
sary to insure that actions authorized, 
funded, or carried out bv them do not Jeopar¬ 
dise the continued existence of such en¬ 
dangered species and threatened species or re¬ 
sult tn the destruction or modification of 
habitat of such species which is determined 
bv the Secretary, after consultation as appro¬ 
priate with the affected States, to be 
critical. 

An interpretation of the term Critical 
Habitat was published bv the Fish and 
Wildlife Service and the National Marine 
Fisheries Service In the Federal Registeh 
of April 22. 1975 <40 FR 17764-17765). 
Some of the major points of that inter¬ 
pretation are: (1> Critical Habitat could 
be the entire habitat of a species, or any 
portion thereof. If any constituent ele¬ 
ment Is necessary to the normal needs or 
survival of that species: (2) actions by a 
Federal agency affecting Critical Habitat 
of a species would not conform with Sec¬ 
tion 7 if such actions might be expected 
to result In a reduction in the numbers 
or distribution of that species of sufficient 
magnitude to place the species in fur- 


Nort-Thc Department of the Interior hiu 
determined that thU document doc* not con¬ 
tain a major proposal requiring preparation 
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ther jeopardy. or restrict the potential 
and reasonable recovery of that species; 
and (3) there may be many kinds of 
actions which can be carried out within 
the Critical Habitat of a species which 
would not be expected to adversely affect 
that species. 

This last point has not been well 
understood by some persons. There has 
been widespread and erroneous belief 
that a Critical Habitat designation Is 
something akin to establishment of a 
wilderness area or wildlife refuge, and 
automatically closes an area to most hu¬ 
man uses. Actually, a Critical Habitat 
designation applies only to Federal agen¬ 
cies. and essentially is an official notifi¬ 
cation to these agencies that their re¬ 
sponsibilities pursuant to Section 7 of 
the Act are applicable in a certain area. 

A Critical Habitat designation must be 
based solely on biological factors. There 
may be questions of whether and how 
much habitat is critical, in accordance 
with the above interpretation, or how 
to best legally delineate this habitat, but 
any resultant designation must corre¬ 
spond with the best available biological 
data. It would not be In accordance with 
the law to involve other motives; for ex¬ 
ample. to enlarge a Critical Habitat de¬ 
lineation so as to cover additional habi¬ 
tat under 8ection 7 provisions, or to re¬ 
duce a delineation so that actions in 
the omitted area would not be subject 
to evaluation. 

There may indeed be legitimate ques¬ 
tions of whether, and to what extent, 
certain kinds of actions would adversely 
affect listed species. These questions, 
however, are not relevant to the biologi¬ 
cal basis of Critical Habitat delineations. 
Such questions should, and can more 
conveniently, be dealt with after Criti¬ 
cal Habitat has been designated. In this 
respect, the Service in cooperation with 
other Federal agencies has drawn up a 
set of guidelines which, in part, establish 
a consultation and assistance process for 
helping to evaluate the possible effects of 
actions on Critical Habitat Proposed 
provisions for Interagency Cooperation 
were published on January 26. 1977. in 
the Federal Register <42 FR 4868-4875) 
to assist Federal agencies in complying 
with Section 7 of the Endangered Species 
Act of 1973. 

Public Comments Solicited 

The Director intends that the rules 
finally adopted will be as accurate as 
passible in delineating the Critical Habi¬ 
tat of the Houston toad. The Director, 
therefore, desires to obtain the com¬ 
ments and suggestions of the public, 
other concerned governmental agencies, 
the scientific community, or any other 
Interested party on these proposed rules. 

Final promulgation of Critical Habitat 
regulations will take into consideration 
the comments received by the Director. 
Such comments and any additional in¬ 
formation received may lead the Director 
to adopt final regulations that differ 
from this proposal. 

An environmental assessment has been 
prepared In conjunction with this pro¬ 
posal It is on file in the Service's Office 
of Endangered Species. 1812 K Street 


NW., Washington, D.C. 20240, and may 
be examined during regular business 
hours. A determination will be made at 
the time of final rulemaking as to 
whether this is a major Federal action 
which would significantly affect the qual¬ 
ity of the human environment within the 
meaning of Section 102(2) 1C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 

This proposed rulemaking was pre¬ 
pared by Dr. C. Kenneth Dodd. Jr.. Office 
of Endangered Species. 

Not*. —The Department of the Interior hoa 
determined that this document does not con¬ 
tain a major propanol requiring preparation 
of an Economic Impact Statement under Ex¬ 
ecutive Order 11949 and OMB Circular A-107. 

Dated: May 18.1977. 

Lynn A. Oreenwalt, 
Director, Fish and Wildlife Service. 

It is proposed to amend 50 CFR Part 
17: 

By adding new paragraph <d) (3) to 
proposed $ 17.95 to read as follows: 

5 17.95 Critical habitat—fi«h and wild¬ 
life. 

<d> Amphablans. • • • 

<3) Houston toad. 

<i> The following areas (exclusive of 
those existing manmade structures or 
settlements which are not necessary to 
the survival or recovery of the species) 
are Critical Habitat for the Houston toad 
iBufo houstonensis ): 

(A) Bastrop County. From the junc¬ 
tion of a line corresponding to 30*12 00" 
N. and Texas state highway 95 east along 
a line corresponding to 30*12'00" N. to 
where it Intersects a line corresponding 
to 97*7'30" W. to where it intersects the 
Colorado River, west and northwest 
along the north bank of the Colorado 
River to the City limits of Bastrop, and 
north thru Bastrop along Texas state 
highway 95 to where It Intersects a line 
corresponding to 30*12'00" N. 



Critical Habitat for the Houston 
Toad in Bastrop County 


<B> Burleson County—a circular area 
with a one mile radius, the center being 
the north entrance to Lake Woodrow 
from Texas FM 2000, 



Critical Habitat for the Houston 
Toad in Burleson 

<C) Harris County, at the northwest 
comer of Houston, Texas. From the 
junction of Tanner and Brittmocre 
Roads east on Tanner Road to its junc¬ 
tion with Gessnor Road, south on Gess- 
ner Road to its junction with Clay Road, 
west on Clay Road to its junction with 
Brlttmoore Road, and north on Britt- 
moore Road to Us junction with Tanner 
Road. 



Critical Habitat for the Houston Toad 
in Harris County 

<D) Harris County, six areas in south 
Houston and Pasadena. Texas. 

(1 ) From the junction of Harwin Drive 
and Fondren Road east on Harwin Drive 
to Us Junction with the Southwest Free¬ 
way. southwest on the Southwest Free¬ 
way to its junction with Fondren Road, 
and north on Fondren Road to Its Junc¬ 
tion with Harwin Drive. 

(2) From the junction of Hlllcroft 
Avenue and South Main 8treet northeast 
on South Main Street to Us Junction 
with Holmes Road, northeast on Holmes 
Road to its Junction with Knight Road, 
south on Knight Road to its Junction 
with Almeda Road, southwest on Almeda 
Road to its junction with West Orem 
Drive, west on West Orem Drive to its 
junction with South Post Oak. south on 
South Post Oak to Its Junction with Sims 
Bayou, west along the north bank of 8ims 
Bayou to where it crosses Hlllcroft Ave¬ 
nue. and north on Hillcroft Avenue to iw 
Junction with South Main Street. 
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(3i Prom the Junction of the Oulf 
Freeway and Shawnee Drive east on 
Shawnee Drive to its Junction with Rod¬ 
ney, south on Rodney to its Junction with 
Edgebrook Drive, southwest on Edge- 
brook Drive to its Junction with the Gulf 
Freeway, and northwest on the Gulf 
Freeway to its Junction with Shawnee 
Drive. 

\4- Prom the Junction of Vista Road 
ind Maple east on Vista Road to its 
junction with Watters Road. South on 
Watters Rood to its junction with Cren- 
ihaw Road, west on Crenshaw Road to 
Its junction with Young, north on Young 
to its Junction with Snodden Avenue, east 
on Snodden Avenue to its Junction with 
Maple, and north on Maple to its junc¬ 
tion with Vista Road. 

(5> Prom the Junction of Carson and 
Martindale south on Martlndale to Its 
junction with Aimed a-Genoa Road, cast 
on Almeda-Oenoa Road to its Junction 
with Mykawa Road, south on Mykawa 
Road to its Junction with Clear Creek, 
east along the north bank of Clear Creek 
to where it crosses Telephone Road, 
north on Telephone Road to Us junction 
with Fuqua, east on Fuqua to Its junction 
with the Gulf Freeway, northwest on the 
Gull Freeway to its Junction with Mcl- 
drura. west on Meldrum to its junction 
with Monroe Road, south on Monroe 
Road to its junction with Lanham, west 
on Lanham to its Junction with Tele¬ 
phone Road, north on Telephone Road 
to its junction with Brisbane, west on 
Brisbane until It ends, then continuing 
due west on a line which would Inter¬ 
sect Mykawa Road near its junction with 
Belinsky Road, south on Mykawa Road 
to Its junction with Carson, and west on 
Carson to its junction with Martlndale. 

From the point at which Horse- 
pen Bay^u crosses Bayarea Boulevard, 
northeast on Bayarea Boulevard to the 
point at which it begins to form the 
southeastern boundary of the city of 
Pisadena, north and northwest along the 
western Pasadena city boundary to where 
it contacts the Houston city boundary, 
west along the southern boundary of 
Houston to where it crosses Horsepen 
Bayou, and southeast along the north 
bank of Horsepeno Bayou to where it 
crosses Bayarea Boulevard. 

(ii> Pursuant to Section 7 of the Act. 
all Federal agencies must take such ac¬ 
tion as is necessary to insure that ac¬ 
tons authorized, funded, or carried out 
by them do not result in the destruction 
or modification of the-Critical Habitat 
area. 




Critical Habitat ron the Houston Toad 
in Harris County 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Food Safety and Quality Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 58 ] 

MILK AND MILK PRODUCTS 

Proposed Amendment to United States 
Sediment Standards 

AQENCY: Food Safety and Quality 
Service, USDA. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: The Food Safety and Qual¬ 
ity Service (F8QS> is proposing to 
amend the U.8. sediment standards for 
milk and milk products to provide for 
sediment standards for use with ‘'univer¬ 
sal” sample sizes (4 ounces. 2 ounces and 
1 ounce) that are being adopted by the 
industry in their milk quality programs. 
A "universal sample” is taken from each 
producers milk when collected from the 
farm for use in determining quality and 
composition. This amendment will ex¬ 
pand the use of the universal sample for 
sediment testing thus eliminating the 
need of larger special samples for deter¬ 
mining sediment in milk. This amend¬ 
ment will provide equivalent standards to 
those presently used for the one pint 
mixed sample. 

DATE: Comments on or before July 15. 
1977. 

ADDRESS: Written comments on this 
proposal may be sent. In duplicate, to the 
Hearing Clerk. Room 1077, South Build¬ 
ing. Washington. D.C. 20250. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Richard W. Webber. Dairy Standard¬ 
ization Branch, Food Safety and Qual¬ 
ity Service. UB. Department of Agri¬ 
culture. Washington, D.C. 20250 
(202-447-7473). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The United States Department of Agri¬ 
culture under authority of the Agricul¬ 
ture Marketing Act of 1946 (60 Stat 
1087, as amended; 7 U.8.C. 1621) issues 
official U S. standards to measure and 
improve the quality of milk and milk 
products. 


Historically, sediment testing of milk 
has been a measure of quality’ ever since 
milk has been produced and processed. 
It has been used by industry in quality 
improvement work as well as by regula¬ 
tory agencies as a basis for rejecting milk 
produced or handled under unsatisfac¬ 
tory conditions 

In May. 1964. official U8 sediment 
standards were promulgated. These 
standards were the result of several 
meetings of the Department and repre¬ 
sentatives of the National Association of 
State Departments of Agriculture; In¬ 
ternational Association of Milk, Food 
and Environmental Sanitarians; Ameri¬ 
can Public Health Association; U.8. Food 
and Drug Administration; UB. Public 
Health Service; and the National dairy 
trade associations representing different 
segments of the dairy industry. 

These meetings also unified a common 
position that there be only one official 
method of reading or grading the discs. 
The Department wishes to reaffirm this 
position and further state that any other 
method or way of reading the discs would 
not be official nor would It be of any use¬ 
fulness to the dairy Industry. 

During the past few’ years the dairy 
industry has increasingly used the “uni¬ 
versal'' sample system to determine the 
quality end composition of producer milk. 
Under this system a small sample of 1. 2. 
or 4 ounces is taken of the producer’s 
milk each time it is collected from the 
farm for use in testing for quality and 
composition. 

The Committee on the chapter "Sedi¬ 
ment In Fluid Milk”. "Standard Meth¬ 
ods for the Examination of Dairy Prod¬ 
ucts" (on which the Department is rep¬ 
resented) responded to the need for 
sediment test procedures utilizing small 
sizes bv designing and conducting a col¬ 
laborative study to determine the feasi¬ 
bility of using "universal” samples to 
determine sediment. The results of the 
study were published In the January. 
1977 Lssue of the "Journal of Food Pro¬ 
tection”. This study also Is the basLs for 
including in the upcoming revision of 
"Standard Methods for the Examination 
of Dairy Products" procedures for us¬ 
ing 4 ounce. 2 ounce and 1 ounce sam¬ 
ples for determining sediment in milk. 

The amendment will provide standard 
references for sediment in each sample 
size and provide official visual aids to 
facilitate the use of the amended stand¬ 
ard. 
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The proposed addition to 7 CFR, Part 
58. Subpart T is as follows: 

§ 58.2732 United Stair* *rclivnrot M«nd- 
nrcU for milk am! milk product*: for 
0.10", 0.14", and 0.20" diameter 
filtrrinjr area* (fine sediment). 

(a) The standards contained in this 
section consist of three series of four (4) 
sediment discs prepared as hereinafter 
Indicated, each of which Is numbered 
0 to 3 representing one of the following 
amounts of sediment on a 0.10 inch. 0.14 
inch, and 0.20 inch Altering area and Is 
equivalent to the respective amounts of 
sediment of the 1 V B inch diameter Alter¬ 
ing area as described In section 58 2728: 

0 10 inch diameter filtering area 
0—0 0 mg. (0.0 mg. equivalent) 

1—0 0039 mg (0 50 mg equivalent) 

3—0.0118 mg. (1 50 mgs equivalent) 

3—0 0198 mg (2 50 mg* equivalent) 

0 H inch diameter filtering area 
0—0.0 mg (0 0 mg equivalent) 

1— 0 0078 mg. (0.50 mg. equivalent) 

2— 0.0235 mg < i .50 mg*, equivalent) 

3— 0 0391 mg. (2.50 mg* equivalent) 

0 20 Inch diameter filtering area 

0—0 0 mg (0.0 mg. equivalent) 

1— 0.0156 mg. (0 50 mg. equivalent) 

2— 0 0469 mg. (150 mg* equivalent) 

3— 0.0781 mg. (2 50 mgs. equivalent) 

(b> Each sediment disc was prepared 
from "fine" sediment in accordance with 
the procedure set forth in paragraph 
15.07 of "Standard Methods for the Ex¬ 
amination of Dairy Products". Eleventh 
Edition. 1060 and paragraph 17.4. thir¬ 
teenth edition. 1972. To facilitate the 
use and availability of these standards, a 
composite visual aid of the three series 
of four (4) sediment discs is attached 
hereto and made a part hereof.' 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views or arguments in connec¬ 
tion with the aforesaid proposals shall 
Ale the same in duplicate with the Hear¬ 
ing Clerk, Room 1077, South Building. 
Washington. D.C. 20250 not later than 
July 15. 1977. All written submissions 
pursuant to this notice will be made 
available for the public at the office of 
the Hearing Cl erk d uring regular busi¬ 
ness hours. <7 CFR 1.27<b>). Received 
comments mav be seen in the above of¬ 
fice between the hours of 8:30 a m. and 
4:30 pan., Monday through Friday. 

It is proposed that this addition shall 
become effective September 1. 1977. 

Done at Washington. DC., this 20th 
day of May 1977. 

William T. Manlet, 

Acting Deputy Administrator , 
Commodity Operations. 
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ACTION: Proposed rule. 

SUMMARY: This decision would amend 
the Federal marketing agreement and 
order for fresh peaches grown in Geor¬ 
gia. Georgia peach growers will vote in 
a referendum to determine if they favor 
the proposed changes in the order. 

The proposed amendment would pro¬ 
vide for a public member on the ad¬ 
ministrative committee, dissolve the ad¬ 
visory committee, change the conditions 
under which a continuance referendum 
would be held, end compensation for 
committee members attending meetings, 
and provide for establishment of a re¬ 
serve fund. The proposed amendment 
would also make a number of minor 
changes with respect to the terminology 
and language used In the marketing 
order. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Charles R. Brader. Deputy Director. 
Fruit and Vegetable Division. Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Service. Department 
of Agriculture. Washington. D C. 20250 
<202-447-3545>. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Prior documents in this proceeding: No¬ 
tice of Hearing—Issued November 19. 
1976; published November 24. 1976 (41 
FR 51818); Notice of Recommended De¬ 
cision-Issued March 7. 1977; published 
March 11. 1977 (42 FR 13557); Correc¬ 
tions published April 8. 1977 (42 FR 
18621) and May 6. 1977 (42 FR 23160). 

Preliminary Statement 

A public hearing was held upon pro¬ 
posed further amendment of the mar¬ 
keting agreement, as amended, and 
Order No 918. as amended <7 CFR Part 
918). (hereinafter referred to collective¬ 
ly as the "order") regulating the 
handling of fresh peaches grown in 
Georgia. The hearing was held, pursuant 
to the provisions of tlie Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended n U8.C. 601 et seq.). and the 
applicable rules of practice (7 CFR Part 
900). at Fort Valley. Georgia, on Decem¬ 
ber. 9, 1976. pursuant to notice thereof 
issued on November 19. 1976. 

Upon the basis of the evidence in¬ 
troduced at the hearing and the record 
thereof, the Deputy Administrator, on 
March 7, 1977, filed with the Hearing 
Clerk, United States Department of 
Agriculture, his recommended decision 
containing notice of the opportunity to 
file written exceptions thereto. No ex¬ 
ceptions were filed. 

The material issues, findings and con¬ 
clusions. rulings, and general findings of 
the recommended decision are hereby 
approved and adopted and are set forth 
in full herein, subject to correction of 
inadvertent, grammatical or obvious 
errors. 

Material issues. The material issues 
of record arc as follows: 

< 1) Redefine the term "Secretary". 

<2> Update the section pertaining to 
districts. 

(3) Provide for addition of a public 
member and alternate on the Industry 
Committee. 
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»4> Update the section pertaining to 
apportionment of committee member* 
among districts. 

(5) Delete provisions relating to selec¬ 
tion of initial committee members 

(6) Delete the provision for compen- 
sating committee members for attending 
committee meetings. 

(7) * Deleter all provisions relating to 
the Distributors’ Advisory Committee. 

<8> Change the provisions on cxpcr.es 
and assessments to conform with the 
language of the act. 

(9) Provide that the committee may 
establish a reserve fund. 

GO) Delete provisions providing fora 
biennial referendum and provide that a 
referendum be conducted upon request 
of growers meeting specified conditions. 

Gl> Make conforming changes. 

Findings and conclusions . The follow¬ 
ing findings and conclusions on the ma¬ 
terial issues are based on the record of 
hearing: 

1. The term "Secretary" contained In 
the order should be amended, as herein¬ 
after set forth, to bring it into conformity 
with more recent definition of such term, 
and to recognize change in the titles of 
positions below that of Secretary The 
current definition of "Secretary" in the 
order contaias a reference to the "Under 
Secretary.” The title of that position has 
been changed to "Deputy Secretary.” 
Hence the definition of such term is in¬ 
correct. The term "Secretary" Is defined 
In more recent orders in a manner which 
avoids the use of titles of position below 
that of Secretary such as "Secretary 
means the Secretary of the United 
States Department of Agriculture, or any 
officer or employee of the Department of 
Agriculture to whom authority has here¬ 
tofore been delegated, or to whom au¬ 
thority mav hereafter be delegated to 
act in his stead ” Such definition avoids 
the necessity for redefinition each time 
the title of a delegatee is changed. Hence, 
the term "Secretary" should be revised 
as hereinafter set forth. 

2. The order should be amended, as 
hereinafter set forth, to revise the term 
"District” to conform with the realign¬ 
ment previously effected in the rules and 
regulations (9918111) under the order. 
The districts subdivide Georgia into geo¬ 
graphical areas for purposes of allocat¬ 
ing membership on the committee The 
districts hereinafter defined provide an 
appropriate basis for the allocation of 
committee representation. 

3. The order should be amended, as 
hereinafter set forth, to provide for the 
nomination and selection of a public 
member and alternate to serve on the 
Industry Committee. 

The public Interest is to be observed 
in actions taken under marketing orders, 
hence, the interests of all groups Includ¬ 
ing growers, handlers, and consumers 
should be considered. Although meetings 
of the committee are open to the public, 
there has been little participation by 
consumers. 

Consumers have petitioned the gov- 
emnment for a voice in actions which 
affect them. Both government agencies 
and private organizations now actively 
solicit the participation of consumers in 
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tbeir deliberations and decision-making 
processes A public representative on the' 
jtidustrv Committee would be In a posi¬ 
tion to contribute the views of the public, 
ether than that of the Industry, to the 
development of recommendations for 
itguUtion designed to serve the interest 
of both the Industry and the public gen¬ 
erally Therefore. It Is concluded that 
the order should provide a position of 
public member on the Industry Commit¬ 
tee with the provisions that persons fill¬ 
ing such position shall have the same 
rights and privileges as other members 
of the committee. While the public mem¬ 
ber and alternate should not be involved 
to the growing and marketing of peaches 
or have a financial interest in the indus¬ 
try. such persons should reside within 
the production area ao as to be in a posi¬ 
tion to gain an understanding of the In¬ 
dustry's problems. This too would help 
assure that the travel and other expenses 
Incurred in carrying out duties under the 
order could be kept within reasonable 
touts, and that such persons would be 
available when actions are being consid¬ 
ered by the committee. 

Provisions of member and alternate 
member positions on the Industry Com¬ 
mittee would increase the number of po¬ 
sitions for each from 8 to 9. Nominees to 
fill public member positions should be 
nominated by the 8 grower members se¬ 
lected to represent the districts. 8uch 
district grower representatives should 
meet as soon as practicable after their 
selection, make such nominations and 
promptly submit the names of such nom¬ 
inees, together with their qualifications, 
to the Secretary. The provisions of the 
order relative to term of office, selection, 
ncorvcles. qualification, alternates serv¬ 
ing for members, reimbursement of ex¬ 
penses and similar provision* should 
ipply to public members and alternates 
ibe same as to other members and 
alternates. 

Criteria which the Industry Commit¬ 
tee should use in considering nominees 
to fill the public member and alternate 
positions should include the following: 
The nominees should not grow or handle 
Peaches. they should reside in Georgia: 
they should be interested in the peach 
Industry; they should be able to devote 
wflkient time to committee activities: 
toey should be wUllng to attend Industry 
Cp&imtttee meetings: and they should 
todlcate a willingness to familiarize 
toanselven with the background, prac- 
and economics of the peach indus- 
Membership in consumer organiza- 
“Mi*. while desirable, should not be an 
tosolute requirement for filling the pub¬ 
lic member position on the Industry 
j-temittee. Persons who should be eligi- 
to serve as public members on the 
industry Committee should Include Agri- 
ttutural and Home Economists and Con- 
|,J * Der Specialists, as well as those in- 
™l v ed in consumer groups, 
i Section 918.16 of the order should 
amended, as hereinafter set forth, to 
wing the district representation of In- 
^ c °n\mKtee members specified in 
section into conformity with the 


current representation by districts pre¬ 
viously effected in the rules and regula¬ 
tion ff 918.110) issued under the order. 
Such representation and districts cur¬ 
rently are appropriate to the current 
situation In the peach industry. 

5. The order should be amended, as 
hereinafter set forth, to delete § 918.17. 
The provisions of that section specify the 
manner in which the selection of the 
initial members of the Industry Commit¬ 
tee were to be selected. The initial mem¬ 
bers were selected in 1942, and the sec¬ 
tion no longer serves any useful purpose. 
As a conforming change, in f 918.18 the 
words ''after the year 1942" should be 
deleted from the first oentence and the 
title of that section revised to read: 
"Nomination of Members of Industry 
Committee". Likewise, the reference in 
§918.36 to initial members and alter¬ 
nates should be deleted. 

6. The order should be amended, as 
hereinafter set forth, to delete provisions 
in §918.27 which allow the Industry 
Committee to compensate members and 
alternates up to $5.00 per day when at¬ 
tending committee meetings and other 
committee functions. This provision is no 
longer appropriate to program operation. 
Members and alternate members are 
concerned about the welfare of the peach 
industry and attend and participate at 
industry meetings in the interest of the 
industry as a whole. Hence compensation 
is not appropriate or necessary. Provi¬ 
sions of this section which provide for 
reimbursement of members and alter¬ 
nate members expenses should remain in 
effect. 

7. The order should be amended, as 
hereinafter set forth, by deleting §fi 918.- 
32. 918 33. 918.34. 918.35. 918.36. 918.37, 
and 918.38. all which pertain to the Dis¬ 
tributors' Advisory Committee, and re¬ 
vising § 918.29 to eliminate provisions re¬ 
lating to such committee. The record in¬ 
dicates that the Distributors* Advisory 
Committee is no longer essential to the 
operation of the order and authority for 
its establishment should be deleted. 

Provision for the Distributors' Ad¬ 
visory Committee which U composed of 
seven handlers and their alternates was 
included in the order to recognize that 
an Industry Committee made up of grow¬ 
ers solely engaged in the production of 
peaches needed assistance in the devel¬ 
opment of recommendations for grade 
and size regulations. The advice of han¬ 
dlers who marketed the growers* peaches 
was then mode available through a Dis¬ 
tributors* Advisory Committee because 
these handlers could provide Information 
in regard to the grade and size of peaches 
considered marketable. Since the order 
has been in effect, the peach industry* has 
changed substantially. In recent years 
more and more members of the Industry 
Committee have been growers involved 
in marketing their own peaches and in 
some instances in the marketing of 
peaches of other growers. This develop¬ 
ment has brought to the Industry Com¬ 
mittee a shipper experience and view¬ 
point. Hence, the need for the Distribu¬ 
tors* Advisory Committee under the 


order has been reduced considerably if 
not eliminated. Abolishing the Distribu¬ 
tors* Advisory Committee will not deprive 
the Industry Committee of needed infor¬ 
mation and it should facilitate more 
timely action In handling matters under 
the marketing order. 

Moreover, the Industry Committee 
could continue to request advice from 
shippers, or such advice may be offered 
at Industry Committee meetings which 
are open to the public and in the past 
have been well attended by all segments 
of the industry, including .shippers. Also, 
information is now available from agen¬ 
cies such as the Crop Reporting Board, 
the Market News Service, and the Agri¬ 
cultural Extension Service, and such in¬ 
formation is readily available to the In¬ 
dustry Committee. In addition. Industry 
Committee meetings are open to the pub¬ 
lic as well as to growers and handlers 
Notice of such meetings is well publicized 
throughout Georgia All persons present 
at the«e meetings are invited to partici¬ 
pate in the discussion. All views ex¬ 
pressed at these meetings are considered 
by the Industry Committee when it 
makes decisions affecting the peach in¬ 
dustry and the public. 

8. The order should be amended, as 
hereinafter set forth, to conform the 
provisions contained in the section per¬ 
taining to expenses and assessments to 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937. as amended. The current 
language In the Act pertaining to com¬ 
mittee expenses and assessments uses the 
words "reasonable and likely** rather 
than "reasonable and necessary*’ in 
specifying expenses which mav be in¬ 
curred and it is appropriate whenever 
possible that provisions of the order use 
the language of the Act. 

9. The order should be amended, as 
hereinafter set forth, to authorize the In¬ 
dustry Committee to carry over into sub¬ 
sequent fiscal periods excess assessment 
funds remaining at the end of anv fiscal 
period as a reserve. Currentlv. assess¬ 
ments not used during a fiscal period are 
carried over into the next fiscal period 
as handler credits, which are available to 
finance marketing order operations early 
in the season prior to the collection of 
assessments. However, the order requires 
refund of such assessments on request of 
handlers, in which case the fund is not 
available to finance such early season 
operations. 

Peaches grown in Georgia are not 
shipped in volume until the end of April 
or the beginning of May. about two 
months after the start of the fiscal pe¬ 
riod. The period prior to the shipping 
season Is one of considerable activity 
During such period the Industry Com¬ 
mittee must survey the crop and market 
condition: develop a marketing policy 
and budget for the coming season: and 
hold meetings to consider regulations for 
the insuing season. Without an operating 
reserve, the committee may find it neces¬ 
sary to either borrow funds or bill assess¬ 
ments in advance of shipment of the 
peaches to cover expenses prior to the 
time assessment income is available for 


FEDfRAl REGISTER VOl 42, NO 102—TWUtSOAY. MAV 26. 1977 






2701! 


PROPOSED RULES 


such purpose. In addition. If the peach 
crop is overestimated or the crop unex¬ 
pectedly reduced, the committee assess¬ 
ment Income may not be sufficient and 
this may necessitate a retroactive in¬ 
crease in the assessment rate to cover the 
deficit. This Is objectionable and could be 
avoided through the establishment of a 
reserve fund. 

Such a reserve fund should be available 
to the Industry Committee to defray ex¬ 
penses incurred early In the season be¬ 
fore assessment Income is received: to 
cover deficits incurred during any sea¬ 
son when crop failure reduces assess- 
ment income; to cover expenses when as¬ 
sessment income for the fiscal period is 
insufficient: to defray expenses when a 
budget deficit is deliberately Incurred to 
reduce me size of me reserve: to defray 
costs incurred during any period of sus¬ 
pension of part or all of me marketing 
order: to cover any expenses authorized 
by me order: and to cover expenses in¬ 
curred in terminating me order. 

The records indicate mat me reserve 
fund should not exceed approximately 
$20,000. and me reserve should be accu¬ 
mulated in such manner mat producers 
and handlers will not be unduly bur¬ 
dened. To keep me fund within me 
soecified limit, If me amount approaches 
$20,000. me rssessment rate for me 
next fiscal period should be fixed at a 
level which w*ould likely result in a defi¬ 
cit. Reserve funds should be used to 
cover any such deficit. 

Establishment of a reserve fund would 
be equitable to all concerned. Most grow¬ 
ers and handlers under me order con¬ 
sider the growing and handling of 
peaches to be a lifetime pursuit, and pro¬ 
duction of peaches is a long term invest¬ 
ment Thus, there are few changes in me 
composition of me industry over time. 
Hence, those handlers whose assess¬ 
ments are transferred into me reserve 
fund should benefit from me later ex¬ 
penditure of these funds. 

Establishing an adequate reserve fund 
should minimize me need to borrow 
funds, and enable me Industry Commit¬ 
tee to avoid the expense of returning ex¬ 
cess assessments Also, such establish¬ 
ment should enable a more stable assess¬ 
ment rate from year to year as me rate 
would not need to reflect me size of the 
peach crop. The reserve fund should 
provide funds to defray the costs of liq¬ 
uidation should me order be terminated, 
and this would relieve handlers of the 
need to pay additional assessments to 
cover such liquidation costs Similarly, 
me reserve fund could be used to cover 
necessary expenses in me event of a tem¬ 
porary suspension of me order. 

If the order Is terminated, reserve 
funds not needed for liquidation should 
be returned on a pro rata basis to those 
handlers who contributed such funds* 
used in a way which would benefit the 
Oeorgia peach industry, such as peach 
research: or disposed of In a manner 
deemed appropriate by me Secretary. 

10 The order contains a provision 
w hich requires me conduct of a referen¬ 
dum every other year to ascertain if 


growers wish to continue the order in 
effect. This provision has been observed 
during me past 34 years and each time 
growers have favored retention of me 
order. 

The conduct of referenda is time con¬ 
suming and disrupts normal activities It 
was advanced without opposition that 
unless conditions arise which indicate 
mat growers are questioning me desir¬ 
ability of continuing me order mat a 
referendum is unwarranted. It was Indi¬ 
cated mat growers will request a refer¬ 
endum if it is felt one should be held. It 
is therefore concluded mat me provi¬ 
sions in me order which require a bien¬ 
nial referenudum to ascertain grower 
sentiment with respect to continuance 
should be deleted. It is further concluded 
mat it is undesirable to eliminate provi¬ 
sion for a referendum altogether, and 
that an optional provision should be pro¬ 
vided whereby growers can obtain a ref¬ 
erendum upon request. To assure that 
such request is concurred in by a reason¬ 
able proportion of me Industry, such a 
provision should require mat the request 
be supported by at least 6 growers who 
produced 10 percent of me Inspected 
peaches shipped in me previous season. 
Furthermore, it should require mat such 
a request be tendered no later than De¬ 
cember 1. so mat me committee and me 
Department can take action on it and 
have me action completed before the 
start of me following season. Therefore, 
me order should be amended consistent 
with me foregoing, as hereinafter set 
forth, 

11. A number of conforming changes 
were found to be necessary. Most 
changes were covered in me discussion 
of material issues numbered 1-10, and 
appropriate changes made In the af¬ 
fected sections of me order, as herein¬ 
after specified. The following additional 
changes should be made to conform the 
order to me recommended amendment: 

(a) In 1918.19 me first sentence 
thereof should be revised to read: "At 
each meeting held to elect nominees for 
grower member and alternate grower 
member positions on the Industry Com¬ 
mittee, me growers eligible to participate 
therein shall select a chairman and sec¬ 
retary therefor”. This will make it clear 
that me meetings alluded to are not ap¬ 
plicable to the nomination of individuals 
for the public member positions. 

<b> In ft 918 21 me phrase •‘subse¬ 
quent to me initial members and alter¬ 
nates” should be deleted, and the sec¬ 
tion number 918.38 appearing In the text 
changed to 918.26. 

(c) In ft 918.22 the section number 
918.38 appearing in the text should be 
changed to 918.26. 

Marketing agreement and order . An¬ 
nexed hereto and made a part hereof ore 
two documents entitled, respectively, 
“Marketing Agreement, as Further 
Amended. Regulating me Handling of 
Fresh Peaches Grown in Georgia'*, and 
“Order Amending me Order, as Amend¬ 
ed. Regulating me Handling of Fresh 
Peaches Grown in Oeorgia”. which have 
been decided upon as me detailed and 


appropriate means of effectuating the 
foregoing conclusions. 

It is hereby ordered . That thU entirt 
decision, except me annexed markets 
agreement, be published in me FToruu 
Register. The regulatory provisions oi 
me marketing agreement are identical 
with those contained in me order u 
hereby proposed to be amended by tht 
annexed order which is published with 
this decision. 

Referendum order It is hereby directed 
mat a referendum be conducted in ac¬ 
cordance with me p roced ure for the con. 
duct of referenda (7 CFR 900.400 et 
to determine wrhether the Issuance of the 
annexed order as amended and as hereto 
proposed to be amended, regulating the 
handling of fresh peaches grown m 
Oeorgia is approved or favored by pro¬ 
ducers, as defined under me terms of the 
order, who during me representative pe¬ 
riod were engaged in me production are* 
in me production of me regulated com¬ 
modity for market. 

The representative period for the con¬ 
duct of such referendum is hereby de¬ 
termined to be calendar year 1976 

The agents of me Secretary to conduct 
such referendum, jointly or severally 
are hereby designated to be William C 
Knone and John R Toth. Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division. Agricultural Marketing 
Service. United States Department of 
Agriculture. P.O. Box 9. Lakeland Flor¬ 
ida 33802. 

Signed at Washington. D C., on May-20. 
1977. 

Robert H. Meyer 
Assistant Secretary for 
Marketing Services 

Order 1 amending the order . as amended, 
regulating the handling of fresh 
peaches grown In Georgia 

Findings and determinations. The 
findings and determinations hereinafter 
set form are supplementary* and in addi¬ 
tion to me findings and determinations 
previously made in connection with the 
issuance of me aforesaid order and of 
the previously Issued amendments there¬ 
to; and all of said previous findings and 
determinations are hereby ratified and 
affirmed, except Insofar as such findings 
and determinations may be in conflict 
with me findings and determinations set 
forth herein. 

( a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937. as amended <7 
US.C. 601 et seq ), and me applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders <7 CFR 
Part 900), a public hearing was held 
upon proposed amendment of me mar¬ 
keting agreement, as amended, and Or- 


1 Thti order shall not become effective un¬ 
less and until the requirements of 190014 
of the rules of practice and procedure gov¬ 
erning proceedings to formulate market irv$ 
agreements and marketing orders have been 
met. 
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ter No 918. as amended C7 CFR Part 
918), regulating the handling of fresh 
wachoo crown in Georgia 
Upon the basis of the record It is found 
&at: (P The order, as amended, and as 
hereby further amended, and all of the 
terms and conditions thereof, will tend 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 


i2> The order, as amended and as 
jjiereby further amended, regulates the 
headline of fresh peaches grown In the 
production area in the same manner as. 
tad is applicable only to persons in the 
respective classes of commercial and in¬ 
dustrial activity specified In. the market- 
tag agreement and order upon which 
bearing have been held; 

*$> The order, as amended and as 
hereby further amended. U limited In 
!U application to the smallest regional 
production area which is practicable. 
cqjudstenUy with carrying out the de¬ 
rived policy of the act. and the Issuance 
of Mveral orders applicable to subdivi- 
itoiis of the production area would not 
effectively carry out the declared policy 


of the net; 

<4> The order, as amended, and as 
hereby further amended, prescribes, so 
far as practicable, such different terms 
applicable to different parts of the pro¬ 
duction area as are necessary to give due 
recognition to the differences in the pro¬ 
duction and marketing of fresh peaches 
Form hi the production area; and 

*5) All handling of fresh peaches 
frown in the production area is in the 
currmt of lnterRtato or foreign commerce 
w directly burdens, obstructs, or affects 
wh commerce. 


Ordeh Relative to Handling 


tt u therefore ordered. That on and 
ifter the effective date hereof the ban¬ 
ter of fresh peaches shall be In con¬ 
formity to and in compliance with the 
frrms and conditions of the order, as 
hereby amended as follows: 

The provisions of the proposed market- 
to* agreement and order, amending the 
order, contained in the recommended 
decision Issued by the Deputy Admin¬ 
ister on March 7. 1977, and published 
to the FrorgAt Rrcisr** on March 11. 
1ST; (42 FR 13557; FR Doc. 77-7214). 
*od corrections published on April 8. 
W7 '42 FR 18621) and on May 6. 1977 
'W FR 23160>. shall be and are the terms 
*Qd provisions of this order, amending 
w* order, and are set forth in full herein. 

L $ection Q18.1 is revised to read as 
tttoi: 


6^18.1 Secretary* 

’Secretary** means the Secretary of 
Jjjjhculture 0 f the United 8tatcs. or any 
^ or employee of the Department to 
authority has heretofore been del¬ 
ated or to whom authority may here- 
«ier be delegated, to act in his stead. 


* Section 918.10 is revised to read as 

tofloWB 


$*18,10 District. 

TNEttfct*’ means the applicable one of 
r* following described geographical 

^iviMons of the area: 


<a> “South Georgia District 0 shall in¬ 
clude the counties of Quitman. Coffee. 
Miller. Jeff Davis, Baker. Toombs. Ter¬ 
rell. Wore. Mitchell. Pierce. Worth. 
Evans. Brooks. Liberty. Turner. Glynn. 
Irwin. Echols. Atkinson. Early. Wheeler. 
Decatur. Montgomery. Randolph. Bacon. 
Dougherty. Wayne. Crisp, Charlton. 
Thomas. Bryan. Tift. McIntosh. Ben Hill, 
Berrien, Lanier. Clay. Telfair. Seminole. 
Clinch. Calhoun. Appling. Lee, Tattnall. 
Grady. Brantley. Colquitt. Long, Cook. 
Chatham. Wilcox. Camden. Lowndes. 
Stewart. Pulaski. Webster. Dodge, Sum¬ 
ter and Dooly; 

<bi ''Central Georgia District 0 shall 
include the counties of Muscogee. Bleck¬ 
ley. Marlon. Laurens. 8chley. Johnson, 
Mncon. Candler. Houston. Glascock. 
Bullock. Twiggs. Wilkinson, Taylor. 
Washington. Crawford. Emanual. Peach. 
Jefferson. Burke, Effingham. Chattahoo¬ 
chee, Treutlen. Bibb. Jenkins, and 
Screven: and 

(c) "North Georgia District 0 shall In¬ 
clude the counties of Harris. Talbot. Up¬ 
son, Monroe. Jones. Baldwin, Hancock, 
Warren, McDuffie. Polk. TToup. Gwin¬ 
nett, Lamar. Jackson. Payette. Forsyth. 
Jasper, Franklin. Douglas. Gordon. 
Henry. Dade. Oreene. Whitfield. Lincoln. 
Haralson, Paulding, Cobb. De Kalb. 
Rockdale, Walton. Oconee, Oglethorpe. 
Floyd, Richmond. Cherokee. Pike, Clarke, 
Coweta. Elbert. Butts. Banks. Carroll. 
Chattooga. Clayton. Dawson. Morgan. 
Catoosa. Wilkes, Ollmer, Fannin. Lump¬ 
kin. Union. White, Towns. Haversham. 
Stephens. Rabun. Columbia, Bartow, 
Meriwether. Barrow, Heard. Madison. 
Spalding. Hall, Putnam. Hart, Fulton. 
Pickens, Newton, Walker, Taliaferro, 
and Murray. 

3. 8ection 918 15 Is revised to read as 
follows: 

§918.15 F*l»blUbment of InduMry 

Commlllcf. 

An Industry Committee, consisting of 
nine members, and alternates is hereby 
established to administer the terms and 
provisions of this part. Eight members 
and alternates shall be growers of 
peaches and one member and alternate 
shall be individuals who are neither 
growers nor handlers of peaches. The 
8 members who shall be growers shall be 
known as “grower members 0 and the 
remaining member shall be known as a 
“public member 0 . The members of said 
Industry Committee and their respective 
alternates, shall be selected In accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of this part. 

4. Section 918.18 Is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 918.18 Nomrnntion of member* of In* 
tlnMry Committee. 

(a) The Industry Committee shall hold 
or cause to be held prior to January 31 
of each year a meeting or meetings of 
growers in each of the districts des¬ 
ignated In 1918.10. or as redesignated 
pursuant to I 918.29(k). for the purpose 
of designating nominees for grower 
member and alternate member positions 
on the Industry Committee. The Com¬ 
mittee shall give adequate notice of any 


such meeting or meetings to all growers 
in the respective district. <b> Members 
of the committee, selected pursuant to 
! 918.21, may nominate individuals for 
the public member and alternate mem¬ 
ber positions on the Industry Committee, 
and promptly send the names of these 
nominees, along with their qualifications, 
to the Secretary. 

5. Section 918.25 is revised to read as 
follows; 

§ 918.25 Eligibility for membership on 
Indu«try Commillee. 

Any person nominated or selected to 
serve as a member or as an alternate 
member of the Industry Committee, ex¬ 
cept for the public member and alter¬ 
nate, shall be an Individual grower of 
peaches In the respective district for 
which selected, or an officer, employee, or 
agent of a cowrate grower or corporate 
growers in such district. The public mem¬ 
ber and alternate shall reside in Georgia, 
but neither person shall be a grower or 
handler of peaches. 

6. Section 918.16 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 918.16 Repreuentiilion by grower 
member* by diatrirt* on InduMrj 
Committee. 

(a) Two members of the Industry 
Committee shall be selected from among 
growers In the South Georgia District. 

lb) Four members of the Industry 
Committee shall be selected from among 
growers in the Central Georgia District. 

(c) Two members of the Industry 
Committee shall be selected from among 
growers in the North Georgia District. 

§ 918.17 [Deleted] 

7. Section 918.17 Is deleted. 

8. Section 918.26 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§918.26 Term of office. 

The members of the Industry Com¬ 
mittee and their respective alternates 
shall serve for the fiscal period for which 
they have been selected and If their suc¬ 
cessors have not been selected and qual¬ 
ified prior to the end of the respective 
fiscal period, each such member or alter¬ 
nate shall continue to serve until his 
respective successor shall have been se¬ 
lected and qualified 

9. Section 918.27 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 918.27 Reimbursement for expenae. 

Each member of the Industry Commit¬ 
tee and each alternate member when act¬ 
ing for a member or when designated by 
the committee to attend, may be reim¬ 
bursed for expenses incurred while at¬ 
tending committee meetings; while 
attending to committee business author¬ 
ized by the committee; and while attend¬ 
ing each consultation or conference with 
any committee, or representatives there¬ 
of. established under any marketing 
agreement and order program pursuant 
to the act. with respect to the handling 
of peaches grown in Georgia or in any 
other 8tate 
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§918.29 [Amended) 

10. In ft 918.29 paragraph <q> is de¬ 
leted: paragraph (h) Is amended by de¬ 
leting the words "and to authorize mem¬ 
bers and alternate members of the Dis¬ 
tributors* Advisory Committee to attend 
such conferences and consultations;*'; 
paragraph (r) is redesignated as para¬ 
graph <q). 

§918.32 [Revoked] 

§918.33 [Revoked] 

§ 918.31 [Revoked] 

§918.33 [Revoked] 

§918.36 [Revoked] 

§918.37 ( Revoked ] 

5 918.38 [Revoked] 

11. Sections 918.32 through 918.38 are 
deleted. 

12. Sections 918.40 and 918 41 are re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

§918.40 Expcmtc*. 

The Industry Committee is author¬ 
ized to incure such expenses as the Secre¬ 
tary flndrare reasonable and likely to be 
incurred by the committee for its main¬ 
tenance and functioning and to enable it 
to exercise its powers and perform its 
duties in accordance with the provisions 
of this part during each fiscal period. 
The funds to cover such expenses shall 
be acquired by the levying of assessments 
as prescribed In ft 918.41. 

§918.11 A^vcwmcnu. 

Each handler who first ships peaches 
shall pay upon demand, to the Industry 
Committee, such handler's pro rata share 
of the expenses which the Secretary finds 
are reasonable and likely to be incurred 
by the committee for its maintenance 
and functioning during each fiscal pe¬ 
riod: Provided. That no assessment shall 
be levied against peaches that are ex¬ 
empt from regulation pursuant to 
f 918.71 or against peaches that are ex¬ 
empt from inspection pursuant to 
ft 918.64. Such handler's pro rata share 
of such expenses shall be equal to the 
ratio between the total assessable quan¬ 
tity of peaches shipped by such handler 
as the first shipper thereof, during the 
applicable fiscal period, and the total as¬ 
sessable quantity of peaches shipped by 
all handlers as the first shippers thereof 
during the same fiscal period. 

13. Section 918.44 Is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 918.4-1 Accounting. 

If at the end of a fiscal period the as¬ 
sessments collected are in excess of ex¬ 
penses incurred, the Industry Commit¬ 
tee. with the approval of the Secretary, 
may carry over such excess into subse¬ 
quent fiscal periods as a reserve up to an 
amount of $20,000. Such reserve funds 
mAy be used to cover any expenses au¬ 
thorized by this port and to cover nec¬ 
essary expenses of liquidation in the 
event of termination of this part If any 
such excess Is not retained in a reserve, 
each handler entitled to a proportionate 
refund shall be credited with such re¬ 


fund against the operations of the fol¬ 
lowing fiscal period or be paid such re¬ 
fund. Upon termination of this part any 
funds not required to defray the neces¬ 
sary expenses of liquidation shall be dis¬ 
posed of in such mannar as the Secretary 
may determine to be appropriate: Pro¬ 
vided, That to the extent practical, 
such funds shall be returned pro rata to 
the persons from whom such funds were 
collected. 

14. Section 918.81 Is wised to read as 
follows: 

§ 918.81 Termination. 

(a) The Secretory shall terminate or 
suspend the operation of this part or any 
provision thereof whenever he finds that 
the part or any provision thereof docs not 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act. 

(b) The Secretary shall terminate the 
provisions of this part whenever he finds 
by referendum or otherwise that such 
termination is favored by the majority 
of the growers: Provided , That such ma¬ 
jority has. during the current marketing 
season, produced more than 50 percent 
of the peaches which were produced for 
market within the area. Such termina¬ 
tion shall become effective on the last day 
of February following the announcement 
thereof by the Secretary. 

<c> The Secretary shall conduct a 
referendum among growers to ascertain 
whether continuance of this part is fa¬ 
vored by growers, when requested to do 
so by the committee, or upon the request 
of 6 or more growers who produced 10 
percent or more of the Inspected peaches 
shipped during the then current fiscal 
period: Provided. That such request Is 
received prior to December I. 

(d) The provisions of this part shall, in 
any event, terminate whenever the pro¬ 
visions of the act authorizing them cease 
to be in effect. 

15. Section 918.19 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§918.19 Conduct of nomination meet¬ 
ing*. 

At each meeting held to elect nominees 
for grower member and alternate grower 
member positions on the Industry Com¬ 
mittee. the growers eligible to participate 
therein shall select a chairman and sec¬ 
retary therefor. The chairman of each 
meeting shall announce at such meeting 
the name of each person for whom a 
vote has been cast, whether as member 
or alternate member, and the number 
of votes cast for each such person, and 
the chairman or the secretary of the 
meeting shall forthwith transmit such 
information to the Secretary or the des¬ 
ignated representative of the Secretary. 
At each such meeting at least two nomi¬ 
nees shall b€ designated for each posi¬ 
tion as member and at least two nomi¬ 
nees shall be designated for each position 
as alternate member on the committee 
os representative or representatives of 
the respective district. 

16. 8ection 918.21 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§918.21 Selection of member, of 
dufttry Committee* 

The Secretary may select the memben 
of the Industry Committee and their re- 
spectlve alternates from nomination, 
made by growers as provided in 5 $ 91815 
through 918 26 or the Secretary may se¬ 
lect such members and alternates from 
among other persons. 

17. Section 918.22 is revised to read ti 
follows: 

$918.22 Vacancies 

In the event nominations are not made 
for membership on the Industry Com¬ 
mittee. pursuant to the provisions of 
ftft 918 15 through 918.26 by February 15 
of the respective fiscal period, the Secre¬ 
tary may select such members and their 
respective alternates without waiting for 
nominees to be designated. To fill any 
vacancy occasioned by the failure of any 
person, selected as a member of the In¬ 
dustry Committee or as an alternate 
member thereof, to qualify, or in the 
event of the death, removal, resignation, 
or disqualification of any qualified mem¬ 
ber or alternate, a successor for his un¬ 
expired term shall be selected by the 
Secretary. 

| FR Doc.77-15079 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 am) 


[ 7 CFR Part 1004 ] 

MILK IN THE MIDDLE ATLANTIC 
MARKETING AREA 

Proposed Suspension of Certain Provision* 
of the Order 

AOENCY: Agricultural Marketing Serv¬ 
ice. U8DA. 

ACTION: Proposed Suspension of Rule* 

SUMMARY: This notice Invites written 
comments on a proposal to suspend cer¬ 
tain provisions of the Middle Atlantic 
milk marketing order relating to the reg¬ 
ulatory status of distributing plants. Sus¬ 
pension of the provisions was requested 
by cooperative associations to continue 
the association of members’ milk with 
the order. The proposed suspension 
would be for May. June. July and August 
1977. 

DATE: Comments are due 5 days from 
publication in the Federal Register 

ADDRESS: Comments <four copies* 
should be filed with the Hearing Clerk. 
UJB. Department of Agriculture. Room 
1077. Washington. D.C. 20250. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Martin J. Dunn. Marketing Specialist 
Dairy Division. Agricultural Marketmf 
8ervlce. US. Department of 
ture. Washington. D.C. 20250 <202- 
447-7311). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 
Notice is hereby given that, pursuant to 
the provisions of the Agricultural ^Mar¬ 
keting Agreement Act of 1937. as 
amended <7 U.8.C. 601 et. seq >• lhe 
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impcnsion of certain provisions of the 
order regulating the handling of milk 
in the Middle Atlantic marketing area is 
being considered for the months of May. 
June. July and August 1977. 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views, or arguments in connec¬ 
tion with the proposed suspension should 
file the same with the Hearing Clerk. 
Room 1077 South Building. United 
States De partment of Agriculture. Wash¬ 
ington. DC. 20250. not later than May 
SI. 1977. All documents filed should be 
in quadruplicate. 

All written submissions made pursu¬ 
ant to this notice will be made available 
for public inspection at the office of the 
Hearing Clerk during regular business 
hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)). 

The provisions proposed to be sus¬ 
pended are as follows: 

f 1001.7 (Amended) 

In 5 lC04.7«a>, the language which 
reads ‘not less than 50 percent. 0 


Statement or Consideration 

The proposed action would suspend 
for the months of May through August 
1977. the requirements that at least 50 
percent of the receipts of milk at pool 
distributing plants be disposed of as 
Class I milk The suspension was re¬ 
quested by Maryland Cooperative Milk 
Producers. Inc. and Lehigh Valley Co¬ 
operative Farmers. 

The cooperative associations indicate 
that they are having to divert unusually 
large quantities of milk from pool dis¬ 
tributing plants to manufacturing out¬ 
lets due to Increasing milk production. 

•In addition, a major milk dealer sup¬ 
plied by one of the cooperatives went out 
of business. The closing of the pool dis¬ 
tributing plant, which was a major sup¬ 
plier of fluid milk sales in the marketing 
area, has resulted in a substantial in¬ 
crease in the volume of milk that the 
cooperative must divert to manufacturing 
plants. 


In addition to the increased need for 
diversion, the plant closing has limited 
the cooperative's ability to divert milk. 
This occurs because diversions must be 
associated with distributing plants for 
pooling purposes. The number of other 
plants from which the cooperative can 
divert Is limited. Additional diversions 
from such plants would result in their 
loss of pool plant status since less than 
50 percent of receipts would be disposed 
of as Class I milk. 

The cooperative associations antici¬ 
pate a need for the suspension through 
August until the supply-demand situa¬ 
tion improves. 

Signed at Washington. DC., on May 
24. 1977. 

William T. Manley, 
Acttng Administrator. 

\m Doc 77-15265 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 am) 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Farmers Home Administration 

(Notice of Designation Number A478] 

COLORADO 

Designation of Emergency Areas 

The Secretary of Agriculture has de¬ 
termined that farming, ranching, or 
aquaculture operations have been sub¬ 
stantially affected in the following Colo¬ 
rado Counties as a result of severe bliz¬ 
zard conditions March 10 through 
March 13. 1977, In all 17 counties and 
also high winds February 22 and 23.1977, 
In Prowers County: 

Boca 

Bent 

Cheyenne 
Crowley 
Elbert 
El Paso 
Kiowa 
Kit Carson 
Las Animaa 

Therefore, the Secretary ha* desig¬ 
nated this area as eligible for emergency 
loans pursuant to the provisions of the 
Consolidated Farm and Rural Develop¬ 
ment Act, as amended by Pub . L. 94-68, 
and the provisions of 7 CFR 1832 3(b) 
Including the recommendation of Gov¬ 
ernor Richard D. Lamm that such des¬ 
ignation be made. 

Applications for emergency loans must 
be received by this Department no later 
than July 5. 1977, for physical losses 
and February 8, 1978. for production 
losses, except that qualified borrowers 
who receive initial loans pursuant to this 
designation may be eligible for subse¬ 
quent loans. The urgency of the need 
for loans In the designated area makes 
it impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic Interest to give advance notice of pro¬ 
posed rulemaking and Invite public 
participation. 

Done at Washington, D.C.. this 18th 
day of May 1977. 

Denton E Sprague, 

Acting Administrator, 
Farmers Home Administration. 

|FR Doc 77-15003 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 am| 


(Notice of Designation Number A479) 

IDAHO 

Designation of Emergency Areas 

The Secretary of Agriculture has de¬ 
termined that farming, ranching, or 
aquaculture operations have been sub¬ 
stantially affected in Bonneville County, 
Idaho, as a result of frosts June 14 and 
26. August 27. and September 8 and 9, 
1976. 


Therefore, the Secretary has desig¬ 
nated this area as eligible for emergency 
loans pursuant to the provisions of the 
Consolidated Farm and Rural Develop¬ 
ment Act, as amended by Pub. L. 94-68. 
and the provisions of 7 CFR 18323(b) 
including the recommendation of Gov¬ 
ernor John V. Evans that such designa¬ 
tion be made. 

Applications for emergency loans must 
be received by this Department no later 
than July 7, 1977, for physical losses and 
February 8. 1978, for production losses, 
except that qualified borrowers who re¬ 
ceive initial loans pursuant to this desig¬ 
nation may be eligible for subsequent 
loans. The urgency of the need for loans 
in the designated area makes It Imprac¬ 
ticable and contrary to the public in¬ 
terest to give advance notice of proposed 
rulemaking and invite public participa¬ 
tion. 

Done at Washington. DC., this 18th 
day of May 1977. 

Denton E. Sprague. 

Acting Administrator , 
Farmers Home Administration. 

(FR Doc.77-15004 Filed 5-25-77,8 45 am) 


(Notice of Designation Number A477| 
MICHIGAN 

Designation of Emergency Areas 

The Secretary of Agriculture has de¬ 
termined that farming, ranching, or 
aquaculture operations have been sub¬ 
stantially affected in the following Mich¬ 
igan Counties as a result of drought July 
15 through September 15. 1976, in 
Branch County; tornadoes April 2, 1977, 
in Eaton County; and drought April 1 
through October 31. 1976, and early 
frosts August 29 and September 1. 1976. 
In Presque Isle County. 

Therefore, the Secretary has desig¬ 
nated this area as eligible for emergency 
loons pursuant to the provisions of the 
Consolidated Farm and Rural Develop¬ 
ment Act, as amended by Pub. L. 94-68, 
and the provisions of 7 CFR 18323(b) 
including the recommendation of Gov¬ 
ernor William O. Milhken that such des¬ 
ignation be made. 

Applications for emergency loans 
must be received by this Department no 
later than July 5, 1977, for physical 
losses and February 6, 1978, for produc¬ 
tion losses, except that qualified bor¬ 
rowers who receive initial loans pursuant 
to this designation may be eligible for 
subsequent loans. The urgency of the 
need for loons in the designated area 
makes it impracticable and contrary to 
the public Interest to give advance no¬ 


tice of proposed rulemaking and invite 
public participation. 

Done at Washington. DC., this isth 
day of May 1977. 

Denton E. Sr Hague, 
Acting Administrator. 
Farmers Home Administration. 

|PR Doc.77-15006 Piled 5-25-77:8 45 am) 


(Notice of Designation Number A480) 

MISSISSIPPI 

Designation of Emergency Areas 

The Secretary of Agriculture has de¬ 
termined that farming. ranchim?. or 
aquaculture operations have been sub¬ 
stantially affected in Smith County, 
Mississippi, as a result of tomadlc-hke 
winds and a severe thunderstorm March 
28. 1977. 

Therefore, the Secretary has desig¬ 
nated this area as eligible for emer¬ 
gency loans pursuant to the provision* 
of the Consolidated Farm and Rural 
Development Act, as amended by Pub 
L 94-68. and the provisions of 7 CFR 
1832.3(b) Including the recommenda¬ 
tion of Governor Cliff Finch that such 
designation be made. 

Applications for emergency loans 
must be received by this Department no 
later than July 7. 1977. for physical 
losses and Febmarv 6. 1978. for produc¬ 
tion losses, except that qualified borrow¬ 
ers who receive Initial loans pursuant 
to this designation may be eligible for 
subsequent loans. The urgency of the 
need for loans in the designated area 
makes it impracticable and contrary to 
the public interest to give advance no¬ 
tice of pronosed rulemaking and invite 
public participation. 

Done at Washington. DC., this 18th 
day of May 1977. 

Denton E. Spracvf 

Acting Administrator. 

Farmers Home Administration 

|FR Doc 77-15006 Filed 5-25-77:8 45 am| 


(Notice of Designation Number A470| 

OKLAHOMA 

Designation of Emergency Areas 

The Secretary of Agriculture has de¬ 
termined that farming, ranching, of 
aquaculture operations have been sub¬ 
stantially affected In the following 
Oklahoma Counties as a result of 
drought July 1, 1976. to April 15, 1^' 
In Beaver County; drought July 1- 
through April 15. 1977. and bli^d 
March 11, 1977. in Cimarron County; 


Lincoln 

Logan 

Otero 

PhtlUpa 

Pro were 

Sedgwick 

Washington 

Yuma 
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drought June 15.1976. to April 4. 1977. tn 
rutsCountv: drought October 1. 1976. to 
Anrtl 15 1977. and wind erosion Febru¬ 
ary 1. 1977. to April 15. 1977. In Harper 
Count) : drought and wind January 1. 
1976 through April 15, 1977; and bliz- 
jard March 11. 1977. In Texas County. 

Therefore. the Secretary has desig¬ 
nated this areas as eligible for emergen¬ 
cy loans pursuant to the provisions of 
Hi t consolidated Farm and Rural Devel¬ 
opment Act. as amended by Pub. L. 94- 
68 and the provisions of 7 CFR 1832 3<b> 
including the recommendation of Gover¬ 
nor David L Boren that such designation 
be made 

Applications for emergency loans must 
be received by this Department no later 
than July 5. 1977, for physical losses and 
February 3, 1978. for production losses, 
except that qualified borrowers who re¬ 
ceive initial loans pursuant to this desig¬ 
nation may be eligible for subsequent 
loans The urgency of the need for loans 
in the designated area makes it Imprac¬ 
ticable and contrary to the public inter- 
91 to give advance notice of proposed 
rulemaking and invite pubUc partici¬ 
pation 


Done at Washington. DC, this 18th 

day of May 1977. 


Denton E. Sprague. 
Acting Administrator , 
Farmers Home Administration. 


Copies of the environmental state¬ 
ment have been sent to various Federal, 
State, and local agencies as outlined In 
the CEQ Guidelines. 

Harold Fritz. 

Acting Planning. 
Programming, and Budgeting. 

May 16. 1977. 

[FR Doc.77 15008 Filed 6 25-77;8:45 am| 


DESCHUTES NATIONAL FOREST 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

The Deschutes National Forest Advi¬ 
sory Committee will meet at the River- 
house. 3075 North Highway 97, Bend, 
Oregon 97701. at 8:00 p.m. on Thursday, 
June 23. 1977. 

The subject of the meeting will be. 
“The Role of Wildlife in Land Use Plan¬ 
ning.** 

The meeting will be open to the public. 
Persons who wish to attend should notify 
the Forest Supervisor or Sandy Fergcr- 
son at 211 NE Revere. Bend. Oregon 
97701. telephone (5031 382-8922. Writ¬ 
ten statements may be filed with the 
Committee before or after the meeting. 

Dated; May 18. 1977. 

Earl E. Nichols. 

Forest Supervisor. 


|FR Doc 77-15007 Filed 5-25-77,8:45 am| |pp. Doc 77-15020 Filed 5-25^77.8*45 am] 


Forest Service 

PROPOSED LAND USE PIAN FOR DEER¬ 
FIELD RIVER AREA GREEN MOUNTAIN 
NATIONAL FOREST 

Availability of Final Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant to section l02<2Mc) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969. the Forest 8ervice. Department of 
Agriculture, has prepared a final envi¬ 
ronmental statement on the Proposed 
Und Use Plan for the Deerfield River 
Area on the Green Mountain National 
Porest. USDA-F8-R9-FES- < ADM > -76- 
02 

The environmental statement con¬ 
cerns a proposed land use plan for ap¬ 
proximately 2,860 acres of land within 
the Green Mountain National Forest in 
the southcentral part of Vermont, 

This final environmental statement 
tffcs transmitted to CEQ on May 16. 1977. 

Copies are available for Inspection 
during regular working hours at the fol- 
toving locations. 

CSDA, Forest Service. South Agriculture 
61<*g Room 3231. 12th St and Independ¬ 
ent Ave . SW . Washington, D C. 20250 
WM. Forest Service, Eastern Region. 633 
Wes ’ Wisconsin Avenue, Milwaukee, WI 
53203 

tfSDA. Forest Service. Green Mountain Na¬ 
tional Forest. Federal Building. 151 West 
Street. Box 519, Rutland, VT 06701 

A limited number of single copies are 
available upon request to Forest Super- 
2f° r - Green Mountain National Forest. 
fWeral Building. 151 West Street. Box 
519 Rutland, Vermont 05701. 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

(Dockets 30607. 30639. 30549; Order 77-5-1111 

KLM ROYAL DUTCH AIRLINES, ET AL 

Transatlantic Specific Commodity Rates; 

Order Vacating Suspensions 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington. D.C. on 
the 20th day of May. 1977. 

By Order 77-4-67, adopted April 5, 
1977. and Order 77-3-35, adopted Febru¬ 
ary 25, 1977, the Board suspended and in¬ 
stituted investigations of specific com¬ 
modity rates on books from Amsterdam 
and Brussels proposed by KLM Royal 
Dutch Airlines <KLM> and Soclete Ano¬ 
nym© Beige D’Exploitation De La Navi¬ 
gation Aerlenne (Sabena). and from 
London. Manchester, and Glasgow pro¬ 
posed by British Airways. 1 

On April 25. 1977. Sabcna filed a peti¬ 
tion for reconsideration of the aforemen¬ 
tioned action. Sabena asserts, inter alia, 
that the Board has permitted Seaboard 
World Airlines. Inc. < Seaboard >. Com- 
pagnie National© Air France (Air 
France l. and KLM to provide Paris to 
New* York transportation of books at 
rates identical to those suspended for 
Sabena from Brussels. Further. Sabena 
assumes that if the allegations set. forth 
in Seaboard's complaint against the law¬ 
fulness of the book rates of KLM and 


»Rcvtaloiu to Air Tartffx Corporation. 
Agent, Tariff CAB. No 50. and John M. 
Samp*on. Agent. Tariff C.A.B No. 19 


Sabena are true, such allegations would 
be applicable with equal force to Sea¬ 
board's own tariff on the same commodi¬ 
ties applicable between Paris and New 
York. On the other hand. Sabena con¬ 
tends the Board should reconsider and 
rescind Order 77-4-67. No answers to 
Saben&’s petition have been received 

The Board believe® that in order to 
treat all carriers’ filings in an equitable 
manner, and since virtually identical low 
book specific-commodity rates already 
exist in the Paris to New York market, 
the suspensions ordered in Orders 77-4- 
67 and 77-3-35 should be vacated in 
order to permit such rates from Amster¬ 
dam. Brussels. London, Manchester and 
Glasgow to become effective pending 
Investigation. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958. and particularly 
sections 102. 204(a). 403, 404. 801, and 
1002(J) thereof. 

It is ordered That: 1. The suspensions 
ordered in Order 77-4-67 and Order 77- 
3-35 be vacated; 

2. The petition of Socicte Anonyme 
Beige D’Exploitation De La Navigation 
Aerlenne In Dockets 30607 and 30639 is 
granted; and 

3. Copies of this order shall be filed 
with the tariffs and be served upon 
British Airways. KLM Royal Dutch Air¬ 
lines. Soclete Anonyme Beige D*Explolta- 
tlon De La Navigation Aerlenne. Sea¬ 
board World Airlines. Inc.. Pan Ameri¬ 
can World Airways. Inc., and Trans 
World Airlines, Inc. 

This order will be published In the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board 

Phyllis T. Kaylor. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc 77-15048 Filed 5-25-77;8:45 *m| 


(Docket 30905: Order 77-5-1101 

PROFIT BY AIR. INC. 

Increased C.O.D. Rates; Order of 
Suspension and Investigation 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautic Board 
at its office in Washington. D.C. on the 
19th day of May. 1977. 

By tariff revision 1 issued April 22 and 
marked to become effective May 22. 1977. 
Profit By Air. Inc. (Profit). an air freight 
forwarder, proposes to increase its do¬ 
mestic C.OX>. collection service minimum 
charge from $3.00 to $7.50 per shipment 
and the rate from $.01 to $ 03 per $1.00 
(or fraction thereof) of the C.O.D. 
amount to be collected. 

In support of ita proposal, Profit 
asserts, inter alia, that during calendar 
year 1976. it handled an aggregate C.O.D. 
amount of about $1,815,000 and received 
total service charges amounty to $21,200. 
with an average service fee of $8 43; that 
during the same period, its additional 
costs of handling such shipments were 
$55,300 (or approximately 2.6 times its 
revenue for providing the service); that 


1 Revuiotu to Profit By Air, Xne.. Tariff 
C A B. No 18 
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the total coats of handling C O D ship- 
ments, including allocation of other 
costs, amounted to well over $100,000: 
that the above added costs were based 
upon the additional clerical effort at 
both the station and general accounting 
levels, which required 2 2 man-hours per 
shipment at $10 per hour; that based on 
contractual increases the basic labor cost 
will rise by a minimum of 10 percent in 
calendar 1977; that COD service is 
offered only as an accommodation when 
required and should at least cover direct 
costs; and that the proposed revision 
would raise Profit’s domestic charges to 
the level of its international charge, 
making them uniform. 

Upon consideration of all relevant fac¬ 
tors. the Board finds that the increased 
CO D. minimum charge proposed by 
Profit may be uniust. unreasonable, un¬ 
justly discriminatory, unduly preferen¬ 
tial. unduly prejudicial, or otherwise un¬ 
lawful. and should be investigated. The 
Board further concludes that the pro¬ 
posal. should be suspended pending 
investigation. 

By Order 75-11-43. adopted November 
12 1975. the Board suspended the same 
proposals by Profit that it Is now flltng. 
In that order, we stated that the for¬ 
warder’s justification was inadequate 
and contained little indication of how its 
estimated cost of $25 per C O D. service 
was determined.* 

In support of its current proposal. 
Profit lists certain functions that must 
be performed for C.OD. shipments at 
the station and at the general account¬ 
ing office, and asserts that these func¬ 
tions require one man-hour per C.OD. 
shipment at the station and 1.2 man¬ 
hours at the general accounting office 
(not including additional delivery and 
handling costs), for a total of 2.2 man¬ 
hours at $10 per hour.* However. Profit 
does not indicate how its cost estimates 
were made nor describe the surveys 
upon which they might have been based. 
Although the forwarder presents a de¬ 
tailed list of C.OD service functions 
and two overall estimates of the labor- 
hours required, it does not describe how 
these estimated times were arrived at. 
There is no full description of how the 
survey was conducted. Supporting de¬ 
tails are not presented, details which, 
in our opinion, are necessary to Justify 
the proposed tripling of the C.O D. rate 
per $1.00 collected and raising the mini¬ 
mum charge 2& times. 


• 'The forwarder merely states that this 
estimated cost U based on 'at least 2 man- 
hour* at 4650 per hour of general accounting 
time a total of 1 man-hour processing time 
at tC 50 per hour between the origin and 
destination station, additional banking ex¬ 
pense. and additional telephone expense as 
it Is necessary to notify the consignee that 
the shipment Is C OB.’ Profit does not Indi¬ 
cate bow the foregoing estimates were 
reached, nor does It describe any surreys 
upon which they might have been based " 
4 These functions may be summarised as 
follows 


Additional steps at the station level 

1 Rating and auditing of shipment 

2 Stamping of shipment 

3 Marking of each package 

4 Sending special tele to destination sta¬ 
tion. 

5 Follow-up by origin station. 

6. Notification of consignee. 

7 Additional delivery time—not counted 
by forwarder. 

S Additional time if C O D. shipment re¬ 
fused 

0 Special precautions in handling cash or 
certified checks. 

Additional steps required at general 
accounting office 

1 Special report from stations. 

2 Special reports by computer. 

3. Ceutlnuou* follow-up 

4 Claims payment due to failure to collect 
COD'S. 

Furthermore, certain of the functions 
listed. eg,, that C.OD. shipments must 
be fully rated and audited, are required 
for all types of shipments. Also, the “long 
explanation" to consignee of how "the 
whole procedure works", which the for¬ 
warder indicates is additional justifica¬ 
tion for the increase, would not seem to 
be required more than once for the same 
consignee. 

The proposal would result in C.OD. 
minimum charges and rates per $1.00 of 
money collected, much above those in 
effect for either direct carriers or for¬ 
warders. In fact, Profit’s current C.OD. 
minimum charge of $3.00 is already 
higher tlian that of the direct carriers 
and many forwarders, and its proposed 
$7.50 charge would be almost double the 
highest minimum charge In effect for 
any airline or forwarder Practically all 
direct carriers have a domestic minimum 
charge for C.OD. service of $1.00 per 
shipment and most forwarders have 
charges between $2 00 and $4 00. Profit’s 
proposed rate of 3 cents per $1.00 col¬ 
lected would be 6 times as much as the 
50 cents per $100 in effect domestically 
for direct carriers and three times as 
high as the 1 cent per $1.00 now in effect 
for many forwarders; in fact, some for¬ 
warders charge less. 

Finally. Inflation in recent years has 
significantly raised the value of ship¬ 
ments and thus has Increased the for¬ 
warder’s C.OD. collections without any 
increase in the rate per $1.00. For exam¬ 
ple. a shipment valued at $500 ten years 
ago might be valued at $1,000 today, and 
the C.OD. charge would be increased 
from $5.00 to $10.00 at Profit’s current 
rate of 1 cent per $1.00 collected. 

The Board has consistently suspended 
Increases in C.OD. charges and rates 
proposed by both forwarders and direct 
carriers in the absence of full and ade¬ 
quate justification.' We shall suspend 
Profit’s proposal for the same reason. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly 
sections 204(a), 403, 404. and 1002 
thereof. 


• For example. Order 77-4-104. 76-7-120, 

76-4-9. 75-11-43. and previous orders. 


it is ordered That: 1. An tomttattoo 
is instituted to determine whether the 
charge and provisions in Rule No. 4 <]> 
(IHa) and the proposed cancellation in 
Rule No. 4<JHl)(b) on 13th Revked 
Page 10 of C.A8. No. 18, issued bv Prom 
By Air, Inc., and rules, regulations, or 
practices affecting such charge and pro¬ 
visions. are or will be unjust. unreason¬ 
able. unjustly discriminatory, unduly 
preferential, unduly prejudicial, or 
otherwise unlawful, and If found to be 
unlawful, to determine and prescribe the 
lawful charge and provisions, and rules, 
regulations, or practices affecting 
charge and provisions; 


2. Pending hearing and decision by the 
Board, the charge and provisions in Rule 
No. 4(J)(l)(a> and the proposed can¬ 
cellation in Rule No. 4(JM 1Mb) on 13th 
Revised Page 10 of C.A.B. No 18. issued 
bv Profit By Air. Inc., are suspended and 
thetr use deferred to and including Au¬ 
gust 19. 1977. unless otherwise ordered 
by the Board, and that no changes be 
made therein during the period of sus¬ 
pension except by order or special per¬ 
mission of the Board: and 

3. Copies of this order shall be filed 
with the tariff and served upon Profit By 
Air. Inc. which is hereby made a party 


to Docket 30905. 


This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board 


Phyllis T Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.77-15047 Filed 5-25-77;8:45 &m| 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Bureau of Standards 

GRADING OF ABRASIVE GRAIN ON 
COATED ABRASIVE PRODUCTS 

Voluntary Product Standard Action on 
Proposed Withdrawal 

In accordance with f 10.12 of the De¬ 
partment’s "Procedures for the Devel¬ 
opment of Voluntary Product Stan thirds" 
(15 CFR Part 10), notice is hereby given 
of the withdrawal of Voluntary Product 
Standard P8 8-67. "Grading of Abrt; 
sive Grain on Coated Abrasive Products’ 

It has been determined that this stand¬ 
ard is technically inadequate and thai 
revision would serve no useful purpose. 
The subject matter of PS 8-67 is ade¬ 
quately covered by the American Na¬ 
tional Standards Institutes standard 
ANSI B74.18, "Specification for Grading 
of Certain Abrasive Grain on Coated 
Abrasive Products." This action is taken 
In furtherance of the Department’s an¬ 
nounced intentions as set forth in ^ ,c 
public notice appearing in the Feudal 
Register of April 12. 1977 (42 FR 1916** 
to withdraw this standard. 

The effective date for the withdraw 
of this standard will be July 25. 19T? 
This withdrawal action terminates d* 
authority to refer to the standard ft* * 
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totantary standard developed under the 
Department of Commerce procedures. 

Dated: May 23. 1977. 

Ernest Ambler. 
Acting Director. 

]PR Doc 77-16019 Filed 5 - 25 - 77 : 8:45 %m] 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

PRE ACT ENDANGERED SPECIES 
PRODUCTS 

Issuance of Certificates of Exemption 

Oa April 7. 1977. notice was published 
to the Federal Register (42 FR 18421) 
that applications had been filed with the 
National Marine Fisheries Service by J. 
L Houston. Inc. of Seattle. Washington 
and Robert Bruce Hartman of L&haina, 
Maul. Hawaii for Certificates of Exemp¬ 
tion to engage in certain commercial ac¬ 
tivities with respect to their declared In¬ 
ventories of prc-Act endagered species 
products, 

Notice is hereby given that on May 26. 
1077, authorized by the provisions of 
the Endangered Species Act of 1973. as 
amended. (Pub. L. 94-359), an d the reg¬ 
ulations issued thereunder <50 CFR Part 
222. Subpart B). the National Marine 
Fisheries Service issued Certificates of 
Exemption to J. L. Houston. Inc.. 1408 
12th Avenue, Seattle, Washington 98122 
and Robert Bmce Hartman, d/b/a 
Whaler’s Locker. P.O. Box 842, Lahaina. 
Maul. Hawaii 96761. 

The Certificates of Exemption are 
available for review during normal busi¬ 
ness hours In the Office of the Enforce¬ 
ment Division, National Marine Fisheries 
8ervice, 3300 Whitehaven Street NW.. 
Washington, D.C. 20007. 

Dated: May 20. 1977. 

Jack W. Oehrincer. 

Deputy Director. NMFS. 

|PR Doc.77-15035 Filed 6-25-77.8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Department of the Air Force 

USAF SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY BOARO 
Meeting 

May 16. 1977. 

The USAF Scientific Advisory Board 
Electronic Systems Division Advisory 
Group AFSC. will hold meetings on June 
H. 1977 from 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. and 
June 15. 1977 from 8:30 a.m. to 12:00 
Pin., at Hanscom Air Force Base, Massa¬ 
chusetts in the Command Management 
Center Building 1606. 

The Group will receive classified brief¬ 
ings and hold classified discussions on 
Reeled Air Force Command. Control 
&nd Communications Programs. 

The meetings concern matters listed In 
action 552b<c> of Title 5. United States 
Code, specifically subparagraph <1> 
thereof, and accordingly, the meetings 
be closed to the public. 


For further information contact the 
Scientific Advisory Board Secretariat at 
202-697-8404. 

Frankie S. Estep. 

Air Force Federal Register Liai¬ 
son Officer . Directorate of Ad¬ 
ministration. 

(FR Doc.77-14993 Filed 5-25-77;8:45 am) 


Department of the Army 

CHEMICAL PROPULSION ADVISORY COM¬ 
MITTEE PROPELLANT CHARACTERIZA¬ 
TION WORKING GROUP 

Closed Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
10 of Pub. L. 92-463, the Federal Ad¬ 
visory Committee Act, notice is hereby 
given that a meeting of the Department 
of Defense Chemical Propulsion Advisory 
Committee (Propellant Characterization 
Working Group) will be held on Tuesday. 
Wednesday, and Thursday. June 7-9. 
1977 at 9 am. at the US. Air Force 
Academy. Colorado Springs. CO. 

The Committee’s primary responsibll- 
ttiea are to provide technical advice to 
the Joint Army. Navy, NASA. Air Force 
(JANNAF) Interagency Propulsion Com¬ 
mittee and to promote the exchange of 
technical information in the field of pro¬ 
pulsion. At this meeting the Committee 
will exchange technical information on 
methods for ahe analyses of solid and 
liquid missile propellants. 

Under the provision of section 10(d) 
of Pub. L. 92-463, the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act. meetings may be closed 
to the public when they are concerned 
with matters listed In section 552(b) of 
Title 5. United States Code. One of the 
matters so listed is that specifically re¬ 
quired by Executive order to be kept 
secret in the interest of the national de¬ 
fense or foreign policy. 

Accordingly, this meeting will be closed 
to the public because the matters con¬ 
cerned are related to the design, de¬ 
velopment and production of classified 
rocket motors <5 U.8.C. 552(b)(1)). 
However, those individuals who possess 
a personal security clearance of at least 
confidential and a certified need-to-know 
in the area of chemical rocket propul¬ 
sion may attend, provided they have 
notified the Advisory Committee Chair¬ 
man In writing at least five (5> days prior 
to the meeting. 

Members of the public who may wish 
to do so are invited to submit material 
in writing to the Chairman concerning 
matters believed to be deserving of the 
Committees attention. All communica¬ 
tions regarding this Advisory Committee 
shpuld be addressed to the Chairman. 
Mr. B. J. Alley. U-S. Army Missile Re¬ 
search and Development Command. 
Attn: DRDMI-TKC. Redstone Arsenal, 
AL 35809 

B. J. Alley. 

Chairman. 

I FR Doc.77-15145 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 am| 


FORT ORD COMPLEX, CALIF. 

Filing of Final Environments Impact 
Statement 

In compliance with the National En¬ 
vironmental Policy Act of 1969. the 
Army, on 23 May 1977 provided the 
Council on Environmental Quality with 
a Final Environmental Impact State¬ 
ment (EIS) concerning Ground Squirrel 
Control at the Fort Ord Complex In 
California. 

The control of the squirrels is required 
to reduce the existence of an ecological 
situation having high potential for a 
plague epizootic. 

The EIS indicates the preferred action 
to be the use of the chemical 1080 to con¬ 
trol the ground squir rels. However, based 
on our review of the FFTTS: comments on 
the Draft EIS; and advice received from 
Federal agencies as part of the consulta¬ 
tion process under Executive Order 
11870. the Department of the Array pre¬ 
fers the alternative that would substitute 
the use of zinc phosphide for the pesti¬ 
cide 1080. It was concluded that the 
Army could serve the overall public in¬ 
terest best and at the same time protect 
the health of the troops and others 
through the use of an alternative that 
would not require the application of 1080 
for ground squirrel control. 

In the Washington area, inspection 
copies may be seen, during normal duty 
hours, in the Environmental Office. Office 
of the Assistant Chief of Engineers. 
Room 1E676. Pentagon. Washington. DC 
20310 (phone 202-694-1163). 

Bruce A. Hildebrand, 
Deputy For Environmental Af¬ 
fairs. Office of the Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Civil 
Works). 

(FR Doc 77-15076 Filed 5-25-77;8:45 am] 


Defense Civil Preparedness Agency 
PRIVACY ACT OF 1974 
Amendment of a Record System 

In FR Doc. 75-21075 published in the 
Federal Register 40 FR 35337 (August 
18.1975), the Defense Civil Preparedness 
Agency set forth a record system as pi-e¬ 
scribed by subsection of 3<c> <4) and 
(11) of the Privacy Act of 1974 (Pub. L. 
93-579.5 U.S.C. 552a> within the Defense 
Civil Preparedness Agency. This record 
system is identified as ”DCPA LEG 5— 
Interest-Conflict Review.*’ 

Notice is hereby given that the Defense 
Civil Preparedness Agency is amending 
this record system. The proposed 
changes therein are not deemed to fall 
within the provisions of Offce of Man¬ 
agement and Budget <OMB* Circular 
No. A-108, Transmittal Memorandum No. 
1, dated September 30. 1975, and Trans¬ 
mittal Memorandum No. 3. dated May 
17. 1976. which provide supplemental 
guidance to Federal agencies regarding 
the preparation and submission of re¬ 
ports of their intention to establish or 
alter systems of personal records as re¬ 
quired by the Privacy Act of 1974. This 
OMB guidance was set forth In Federal 
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Register (40 FR 45877) on October 3. 
1975. 

Following a brief Identification of the 
record system and the changes made 
therein, the complete revised record sys¬ 
tem as amended, is published in its en¬ 
tirety. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit comments, including written data, 
views or arguments, concerning the pro¬ 
posed changes to the Assistant Director 
for Administrative Services. Defense 
Civil Preparedness Agency. Room 1D487, 
The Pentagon. Washington, D.C. 20301 
on or before June 25. 1977. The record 
system will be effective as proposed with¬ 
out further notice, on or before June 25. 
1977, unless comments are received 
which result in a contrary determination 
requiring republicstlon for further com¬ 
ments. 

crux s 

System name: DCPA LEO 5-Interest- 

Conflict Review 

Changes: 

Categories of records in the system: In 
the second and third lines the reference 
to Form 1555-1 is deleted and the name 
of the form is changed to read “Confi¬ 
dential Statement of Affiliations and Fi¬ 
nancial Interests." 

Routine uses of records maintained in 
the system , including categories of uses 
and the purpose of such uses: After "Su¬ 
pervisor *. delete the sentence "DD Form 
1555 or 1555-1 is not shown supervisor." 

Others: Revise to read as follows: "Re¬ 
ports on receipt of gratuities submitted 
to designee of Secretory of Defense (DC¬ 
PA Inst. 5850.1). DD Form 1555 not dis¬ 
closed outside Defense Civil Preparedness 
Agency except as Director or Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission may determine." 

Administrative Services: Revise to read 
as follows: "Maintains records of persons 
who need to submit DD Form 1555 and 
postemployment and defense related em¬ 
ployment statements. 

Record source categories: Delete "and 
1555-1r 

CLEG 5 

System name*: 

DCPA LEG 5-Interest-Conflict Review' 
System locution: 

Defense Civil Preparedness Agency 
Headquarters 4DCPA). The Pentagon. 
Washington. D.C. 20301. 

Categoric* of individual* covered )»% the 
»r»ttm: 

All DCPA employees, headquarters and 
field, including full time permanent, part 
time, temporary, consultants, military 
and civilian, and former employees. 

Categoric* of record* in the sjslem: 

Flies contain for those employees re¬ 
quired to submit same, a DD Form 1555. 
"Confidential Statement of Affiliations 
and Financial Interests," and documents 
connected with review thereof, and for 
any DCPA employee documents accumu¬ 
lated in connection with enforcement of 
standards of conduct, review of conflicts 
of Interest, reports of receipts of gratui¬ 
ties. entertainment, etc., dlsquallfica- 


NOTICES 

tions, reports of defense related em¬ 
ployment and outside employment. For 
former employees, documents include 
those relating to conflict of interest and 
postemployment and defense related 
employment. 

Authority for maintenance of the »«»trni: 

Executive Order 11222 of May 8. 1964. 
"Prescribing Standards of Ethical Con¬ 
duct for Government Officers and Em¬ 
ployees." Civil Service Regulation. "Em¬ 
ployee Responsibilities and Conduct," 5 
CFR Part 735 and 5 UB.C. 301. For for¬ 
mer employees. Sec. 410, Pub. L. 91-121. 

Routine u*c* of record* maintained in the 
system, including categoric* of u*er* 
and the purpose* of such uses: 

General Counsel: To ascertain If there 
are conflicts of interest between em¬ 
ployees private Interest and official 
duties, or if there ore violations of 
standards of conduct or postcmployment 
restrictions. If such conflict or violation 
is identified, reports may be used in 
informal conferences with employee, re¬ 
port to Director and enforcement au¬ 
thorities. and in connection with ap¬ 
peals. Disclosure of any investigatory 
matter may be made to any Federal 
agency with jurisdiction. 

Supervisor: Documents are used to 
determine if employee has a disqualify¬ 
ing Interest or for enforcement of stand¬ 
ards of conduct 

Others: Reports on receipt of gra¬ 
tuities submitted to designee of Secre¬ 
tary of Defense <DCPA Inst. 5860.1). 
DD Form 1555 not disclosed outside De¬ 
fense Civil Preparedness Agency except 
as Director or Civil 8ervlce Commission 
may determine. 

Administrative Services: Maintains 
records of persons who need to submit 
DD Form 1555 and postemployment and 
defense related employment statements. 

Policies and prartim for »toring, retriev¬ 
ing, acrtftfting, retaining, and depon¬ 
ing of recorat in the systems 

Storage: 

Paper records in file folders. 

Krtrievubilily: 

Filed alphabetically by name. 
Safeguard*: 

Building employs security guards. 
Records are retained In areas accessible 
only to authorized personnel who are 
properly screened, cleared and trained. 

Retention and «li»po*al: 

Files kept for two years after final de¬ 
cision or after employee leaves DCPA* 
whichever is later, then destroyed. 

SyNtcm manager (•) and adder**: 

Director. DCPA. The Pentagon. Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20301. 

Notification procedure: 

Information may be obtained from: 
Headquarters. DCPA. The Pentagon. 
Washington. D.C. 20301, Telephone: 
Area Code 202/695-6498. 


Record access procedure*: 

Requests from Individuals should be 
addressed to: Headquarters. DCPA 
Room 1D511. The Pentagon. Washing 
ton. D.C. 20301. 

Written requests for information 
should contain the full name of the in¬ 
dividual and current address. 

For personal visits, the Individual 
should be able to provide some accept¬ 
able identification, that is. drivers 11- 
cense, employing office’s identification 
card, and give some verbal information 
could be verified with his case folder. 

Contesting record procedures: 

The agency’s rules for contesting con¬ 
tents and appealing initial determina¬ 
tions may be obtained from Management 
Division. DCPA. Pentagon Building. 
Washington. D.C. 20301. 

Rrrord source categoric*: 

DD Form 1555 reports on defcruse re¬ 
lated employment and reports on re¬ 
ceipts of gratuities ore prepared and 
submitted by employee. Other sources 
include supervisors, informants 

Systems exempted from certain provi-iom 
of the act: 

Parts of this system may be exempt 
under 5 UB.C. 552a(k> (2). as applicable. 
For additional information, contact the 
Systems Manager. 

Maurice W. Roche. 
Director, Correspondence and 
Directives OASD (Comptroller) 

May 23. 1977. 

|TO Doc.77-15002 Filed 5-25-77;8.45 ara| 


FEOERAL ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

ISSUANCE OF DECISIONS AND ORDERS 
BY THE OFFICE OF EXCEPTIONS ANO 
APPEALS 

Week of March 14-March 18, 1977 

Notice is hereby given that during the 
week of March 14 through March 18, 
1977. the Decisions and Orders sum¬ 
marized below were issued with respect 
to Appeals and Applications for Excep¬ 
tion or other relief filed with the Office 
of Exceptions and Appeals of the Fed¬ 
eral Energy Administration. The follow¬ 
ing summary also contains a list o! sub¬ 
missions which were dismissed by the 
Office of Exceptions and Appeals and 
the basis for the dismissal 

AmuLS 

Abco Fuel Oil Service , Inc.: Pride Utilities, 
Inc.: Plain view, N.Y.; PRA-1070; FRA- 
1080; NO. 2 Fuel OH 

Abco Fuel Oil Service, Inc. (Abco) oii4 
Pride Utilities. Inc. (Pride), filed Appeal* 
Trotn Remedial Orders which were Issued U> 
them by FEA Region IT. Tbe Remedial Or¬ 
der* found that the firms had sold No. 2 
fuel oU at unlawftil price levels during the 
period November 1. 1973, through Novem¬ 
ber 30. 1974. The Abco and Prtdo Appeal*, if 
granted, would rellove the firms of the obli¬ 
gation to refund the amount of the prevloui 
overcharges plus Interest. The Appeal* were 
consolidated since they Involved similar fsc- 
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to&! and legal questions and the two firms 
under common ownership. In considering 
tbe Appeals, the FEA rejected the contention 
that A boo and Pride should hare been per¬ 
mitted to pass through thetr costs ol trans¬ 
porting heating oil to their customers on 
a dollar -lor-dollar basis. The FEA determi¬ 
nation was based on the finding that those 
costs were nan-product costs as delineated 
is FEA Ruling 1975-10 and were therefore 
subject to the limitations specified In Sec¬ 
tion 212 93lb). With respect to the firms’ 
dauufl that they would Incur a serious hard¬ 
ship or grow inequity If they were required 
to immediately refund the overcharge*, the 
FEA held that these allegations would be 
considered only in the context of an Appli¬ 
cation for Exception. Although both firms 
bsd previously filed exception applications 
with FEA Region XX. those applications had 
been dismissed or denied on their merits. 
Tbr FEA found no basis to depart from the 
previous determinations which bad been 
reached In this matter. Consequently, since 
Abco and Pride failed to demonstrate the 
cxhtence of any error In the Remedial Orders, 
their Appeals were denied. 

Jmtinr Jnt.; Tnl as, Okie. FXA-U07; Pro- 

pane 

AmUnr, Inc. (AmUne). filed an Appeal 
from a Decision and Order which the FEA 
bad l**ufd to Small's LP Oas Co. (Small’s) 
on December 3. 1078. Smalls LP Goa Co.. 4 
PEA Par 83.219 (December 3, 1976). In that 
determination, the FEA granted an Applica¬ 
tion for Exception which Smali’a had filed 
on the grounds that adherence to its base 
period supplier/purchaser relationship with 
Aatxiie resulted in a serious hardship to the 
fins. Based upon that determination, the 
BegioiuU Administrator of FEA Region VU 
vai directed to assign Small’s a new sup¬ 
plier willi respect to its base period use of 
propane. Tbe AmUne Appeal. If granted. 
teuM have resulted In the rescission of the 
December 3. 1976. Decision and the reinstate¬ 
ment or Small’s base period supplier /pur¬ 
chaser relationship with Am tan e. In Its Ap¬ 
peal AinUne contended thst the December 3 
Kfetiiicn erred In finding that Small's com¬ 
petitive position had declined as a result of 
the higher prices which it had been paying 
toe propane. Am tone further contended that 
tbe December 3 Decision was Incorrect in 
tbs findings reached as to AmUnc's propane 
prices and Small's freight costa Amtane also 
cootendrd that tbe exception relief granted 
to Small s waft based upon an erroneous cal¬ 
culation of Small's base period use of pro¬ 
pose. Finally, AmUne claimed tlrnt the De¬ 
cember 3 Decision was procedurally defective 
bscauw? Amtane failed to receive formal noti¬ 
fication of the Small's exception application 
u required by the provisions of 10 CFR 
and was therefore improperly deprived 
of an opportunity to comment on tho Ap¬ 
plication. In considering the Amtane Appeal, 
tbs FEA found that the December 3 Decision 
**« correct In finding that Small'a competi¬ 
tive position had deteriorated os a result of 
to# prices which It was paying Amtane for 
Pcopsn*. i n this regard, the FEA observed 
although Small’s sales volume had ln- 
between 1974 and 1976. the firm did 
*ot realize any financial benefits from the 
tncreasfd sales, and In fact the firm’s finan¬ 
cial portion had deteriorated during this 
time However, the FEA concluded that 
Amtane was correct In contending that the 
**A used *n erroneous calculation in com¬ 
peting Small’s base period use. The FEA 
therefore ordered that appropriate ad Just- 
be made in any future extensions of 
**c*ptton relief granted to Small’s. The FEA 
found that AmUne was partially correct 


in its assertion that the FEA used erroneous 
price information in calculating Small’s de¬ 
livered cost of propane. However, the FEA 
concluded that any such error was harmless 
because even if the correct daU had been 
used in the December 3 determination, the 
result reached would not have been different. 
Finally, the FEA rejected Atntone's claim that 
the previous determination was procedurally 
defective since In the present proceeding 
AmUne was afforded an opportunity to chal¬ 
lenge the factual and legal basis or the 
December 3 Decision and Order. Accord¬ 
ingly. the AmUne Appeal was denied 

Bereft Corp.; Aeneas Clip. Mo.: FRA 1 059. 

Crude Oil 

Keren Corporation filed an Appeal from a 
Remedial Order which the Deputy Regional 
Administrator of FEA Region VIII Issued to 
tho firm on November 15, 1976. In the 
Remedial Order, the FEA found that during 
the period November 16, 1973. through De¬ 
cember 31. 1974. Beren had erroneously clas¬ 
sified eight properties os stripper well leases 
and had sold the crude oil produced from 
those properties at uncontrolled market 
prices. On the basis of these findings. Beren 
was directed to refund with interest to the 
affected purchasers the revenues tt derived 
from charging unlawful price levels for the 
crude oil involved. The Remedial Order 
further directed Beren to recalculate the 
average daily production of crude oil from 
the leases and determine If the properties 
qualified for stripper well status during 1975 
or 1976 in accordance with the principles set 
forth In the Remedial Order. In 1U Appeal, 
Beren contended that the Remedial Order 
erroneously calculated crude oil production 
from the properties by misconstruing the 
phrase “average dally production,” Beren 
contended that for purposes of measuring 
average dally production from a property, a 
well which produced crude oil for any por¬ 
tion of the 12 calendar month measurement 
period should be counted as a producing 
well for the entire measurement period. 
Beren had reactivated wells on five properties 
in late 1973 and by applying its Interpreta¬ 
tion of average dally production, the first as¬ 
serted that the properties qualified for strip¬ 
per well status In 1974. In considering 
Beren a Appeal, the FEA reviewed the legis¬ 
lative history of tbe stripper well exemption 
and concluded that the principal purpose 
of the exemption was to prevent the prema¬ 
ture shutdown of stripper wells on marginal 
properties. In view of this background, the 
FEA concluded that the downward adjust¬ 
ment mechanism adopted In Ruling 1975*12 
for wells that did not produce crude oil dur¬ 
ing the entire year was consistent with the 
purpose of the stripper well exemption, and 
Berea’s Interpretation of ‘‘average dally pro¬ 
duction” was therefore rejected os unreason¬ 
able. Moreover, the FEA determined that 
that there was no merit to Bercn’s further 
contention that a producer which did not 
keep adequate records of crude oil produc¬ 
tion should be permitted to use crude oil 
“sold” rather than “produced” tar purposes 
of determining a property’s eligibility for 
stripper well status. Finally, the FRA deter¬ 
mined that the assessment of Interest on the 
overcharges was a proper exercise of the 
agency’s authority. Since Beren had failed 
to demonstrate that the Remedial Order was 
erroneous in fact or law or was arbitrary or 
capricious, the firm's Appeal was denied. 

Edmond OU Co.; Pawtucket, RJ .; FEA-1002; 

No. 2 Fuel Oil 

The Emond Oil Company (Kmond) ap¬ 
pealed from a Remedial Order which was Is¬ 
sued to the firm by FEA Region IX In the 
Remedial Order, the Regional Office found 


that Emoml had previously charged unlaw¬ 
ful price levels for the No. 2 heating oil which 
It had sold. The Remedial Order directed 
Emond to Immediately refund to Its cus¬ 
tomers the amount of the overcharges plus 
Interest. In Its Appeal Emond raised a num¬ 
ber of general Issues regarding the FEA’s 
authority to audit and take compliance ac¬ 
tion against firms which are In violation of 
the FEA Regulation*. In considering the Ap¬ 
peal. the FEA held that It Is not required to 
disclose Its audit selection process as a pre¬ 
condition to enforcing the FEA Regulations 
In a compliance proceeding. The FEA further 
held that, contrary to Emond s assertion. 
May 15, 1973, Is not an arbitrary and un¬ 
reasonable date for the purpose of calculat¬ 
ing maximum permissible selling prices. See 
Frank Dupui* Co., 4 FEA Par. 80,563 (Decem¬ 
ber 10, 1976). In addition, the FEA deter¬ 
mined that It was not estopped from enforc¬ 
ing the Remedial Order on the grounds that 
It had not notified Emond that It was In vio¬ 
lation during the period when the over¬ 
charges were occurring. In this regard the 
FRA noted that firms in the petroleum In¬ 
dustry have an affirmative obligation to be 
cognisant of the application of the FEA 
Regulation to their business operations. Fin¬ 
ally. the FEA found that Emond had failed to 
demouAtrate that the enforcement of the 
Remedial Order would cause the firm to ex¬ 
perience a serious financial hardship and 
the Appeal was accordingly denied. 

Getty OU Co .; New York, N.Y.. FEA-097A. 

Crude OU 

The Oetty Oil Company filed an Appeal 
from a Remedial Order which the FEA 
Deputy Assistant Administrator far Com¬ 
pliance Issued to the firm on August 12, 
1976. The Remedial Order concerns certain 
crude oil transactions which occurred be¬ 
tween Oetty and the Standard Oil Company 
(Sohlo) during the period October 1973 
through January 1976. According to the 
Remedial Order, Oetty agreed to sell 25.000 
barrels per day <BPD) of predominantly old 
domestic crude oil to Sohlo pursuant to the 
terms of two agreements which the firms 
had executed. In return, Sohlo agreed to sell 
25,000 BPD of foreign crude oil to Oetty. 
The domestic crued oil which Sohlo received 
from Oetty was processed In its domestic 
refineries. The foreign crude oil which Oetty 
received from Sohlo was delivered to Oetty 
In the Persian Oulf and was transferred In 
due course to a Oetty affiliate in Japan 
The Remedial Order found that Sohlo 
treated the transactions summarized above 
as an exchange, and accordingly accounted 
for the old domestic crude oil which it 
received from Oetty at the price at which 
Sohlo acquired the foreign crude oil which 
It transferred to Oetty. The FEA found 
that Oetty improperly treated the crude oil 
tranaactiona which occurred pursuant to 
the two agreements between tbe firms as 
Independent purchases and sales, whereas 
It should have treated the transactions os 
an exchange. As a result of Getty's failure 
to treat the Oetty/Sohlo crude oil transac¬ 
tions as an exchange, the Remedial Order 
concluded that Getty had overcharged Sohlo 
for the crude oil Involved during the pe¬ 
riod October 1973 through October 1974. 
hod Improperly excluded the 25.000 BPD of 
old domestic crude oil which tt transferred 
to Sohlo from the crude oil receipts which 
It reported to the FEA. and thereby received 
excess entitlement sales revenues during the 
period November 1974 through January 1976. 
Oetty was therefore directed to refund the 
overcharges to Sohlo and to account for the 
previously unreported old crude oil over a 
six month period beginning with the effec¬ 
tive date of the Remedial Order. 
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In 1U Appeal. Getty contended that an 
August 1. 1976. Not to* of Probable Vtolatton 
(NOPV) and the Remedial Order would not 
hav*e been issued If the Senate Subcommit¬ 
tee on Administrative Practice and Procedure 
had not exerted improper pressure on the 
F£A to And Getty liable for the regulatory 
violations alleged with respect to the Oetty/ 
Sohio transactions. Oetty contended that 
any administrative agency action which U 
based even In part on pressure* emanating 
from Congressional sources is invalid un¬ 
der the precedent established In Pills bury 
Co. v. FTC. 364 P. 2d 952 (5th dr. 1966). 
In a related argument. Getty contended that 
the PEA’a refusal to release certain docu¬ 
ments which It previously requested under 
the Freedom of Information Act will frus¬ 
trate Its ability to fully understand and 
prepare a derense to the chargee advanced 
in the Remedial Order. In connection with 
these arguments. Getty addressed a set of 
written Interrogatories to the Deputy Assist¬ 
ant Administrator for Compliance, in which 
It requested two distinct categories of mate¬ 
rial. The first category consists of Informa¬ 
tion and documents which Getty claims are 
necessary as a threshold matter to enable 
the Arm within the context of IU ad¬ 
ministrative appeal to effectively raise the 
Issues of Congressional Interference with 
the FEA adjudicative process. The second 
category consists of information of a very 
broad scope which Oetty stales will general¬ 
ly support certain arguments which the 
Arm has already raised In defense to the 
charges of the Remedial Order. 

In considering the Interrogatories which 
Oetty submitted, the FEA held that under 
the precedent established in Petrotane. Inc.. 
2 FEA Par. 80.616 (June 17. 1976). a deter¬ 
mination must be made as to whether 
access to the material which Oetty re¬ 
quested Is In fact essential to enable the 
Arm to pursue Its Appeal effectively. With 
respect to the information pertaining u> 
Congressional Interference, the FEA re¬ 
viewed the applicable case law and noted 
that the federal courts have only invoked 
the “Rillsbury doctrine” in a limited number 
of situations where the following showing 
has been made: (I) there has been s Anal 
agency action which adversely affects the 
person seeking Judicial review; (II) the 
agency's action was based in part on 
pressure emanating from Congressional 
sources; and (111) the agency changed Its 
position in response to the Congressional 
pressures. 

Based on a review of the entire record In 
this proceeding, the Office of Exceptions and 
Appeals concluded that Oetty failed to make 
a prims facie showing of Congressional Inter¬ 
ference under the PUfrbitry doctrine. Unlike 
the Ptffsbury line of ccae*. none of the agency 
actions which Oetty alleges were subject to 
Congressional influence was a Anal agency 
action. In addition, there is no evidence to 
Indicate that the FEA changed IU position 
In response to Congressional pressures. How¬ 
ever. in order to avoid even the appearance 
of improper Congressional influence, the Of¬ 
fice of Exceptions and Appeals determined 
that any agency officials who participated In 
the preliminary stages of the overall compli¬ 
ance proceeding would be recused from any 
participation in the agency’s appellate re¬ 
view process with respect to the Oetty Ap¬ 
peal. With respect to the other category of 
information which Oetty requested in its 
Interrogatories which Is unrelated to the 
issue of Congressional interference, the FEA 
found that Getty understands the charges in 
the Remedial Order and has been able to 
prepare an adequate defense to those charges. 
The request for discovery which Oetty sub¬ 


NOTICES 


mitted In connection with its Appeal was ac¬ 
cordingly denied. 

Murphy Oil Corp. Kl Dorado . Ark.: FKA-Q9U; 

Crude Oil 

Murphy Oil Corporation appealed from a 
Decision and Order which the FEA Issued 
to It on July 16. 1976. Jdurphy Oil Corp.. 4 
FEA Par. 83.000 (July 16. 1076). In that Deci¬ 
sion, the FEA denied Murphy’s request for 
excep tion relief from the provisions of 10 
CFR Part 214 (the Mandatory Canadian 
Crude Oil Allocation Program). In its Ap¬ 
peal. Murphy contended that the FEA erred 
in determining that the application of the 
Canadian Crude OU Allocation Program did 
not result In a serious hardship to the Arm. 
Xn support of Its Appeal. Murphy also sub¬ 
mitted new An&nolal data which the Arm 
had not previously furnished That data re¬ 
vealed that Murphy would not experience alg- 
niflcant financial or operating difficulties tn 
1977 as a result of the Program. Moreover, 
although Murphy projected that It* Superior 
reAnery would Incur a net operating loss in 
1078. the FEA found that this projection was 
based upon erroneous assumption* regarding 
the quantity of Canadian crude oil that will 
be available to the Superior reAnery The FEA 
noted that the Canadian Government re¬ 
cently announced plans to license the expor¬ 
tation of heavy crude oil separately from 
light crude oil and to Increase the volume of 
heavy crude oil for export into the United 
States. Murphy’s projections as to the Impact 
on its operations did not take these recent 
development* into account and were there¬ 
fore slgnlAcantly lower than current facts 
would appear to warrant. In view of these 
finding a the PEA concluded that Murphy had 
not demonstrated that it will incur a serious 
financial hardship as a result of the opera¬ 
tion of the Canadian Crude Oil Allocation 
Program. Murphy also contended on Appeal 
that the FEA erred in determining that the 
Arm’s Superior reAnery Is not unusually or 
disproportionately affected by the provisions 
of Part 214 of the FEA Regulations The FEA 
found that the additional material which 
Murphy submitted on Appeal reaffirms the 
finding made In the prior Decision and Order. 
Although Murphy deliberately reduced the 
quantity of crude oil which it imported for 
use at Its Superior refinery during the base 
period, it did so in reaction to economic con¬ 
ditions to which all other domestic refiners 
were subject. Consequently, the FEA found 
that Murphy had again failed to demonstrate 
that IU Superior refinery was uniquely af¬ 
fected or placed In a position substantially 
different from other refineries The PEA also 
affirmed the conclusion reached In the prior 
Decision that the crude runs at the Superior 
refinery during the base period were not so 
far below historical levels as to result In a 
serious distortion which would constitute a 
gro« Inequity. Accordingly. Murphy's Appeal 
was denied. 

Petrochemical Energy Group ; Washington 
D C.; FEA 1100; Butane 
The Petrochemical Energy Group (PEO). 
an ad hoc group of Independent petrochem¬ 
ical companies appealed from a Decision and 
Order which the FBA Office of Regulatory 
Programs Issued to Brooklyn Union Gas Com¬ 
pany (Brooklyn Union) on October 18. 1976. 
The October 18 Order assigned Brooklyn 
Union a base period use of butane which the 
Arm may utlUise to increase the British ther¬ 
mal unit (Btu) heat value of the synthetic 
natural gas (8NO) which it produces. The 
butane would be used when the plane's meth- 
anator equipment ts out of operation. Prior 
to reaching the substantive merits of the 
Appeal, the FEA rejected a challenge by 


Brooklyn Union to PEGs standing as » a 
• aggrieved person” eligible to file an As- 
peal of the October 18 Order. The m 
found that although PEO had not shown that 
the allocation of butane granted In the Or¬ 
der wtll have <*n immediate impact upoa 
the petrochemical Industry. It could affect 
that industry adversely in the future. Con- 
sequently pursuant to prior precedent* it wu 
appropriate for the FEA to permit i'ZQ to 
file an Appeal. In considering the PEG Ap¬ 
peal. the FEA determined that it was also 
proper for the FEA to have acted uruior Sub¬ 
part C of the FEA Procedural Regulations m 
assigning Brooklyn Union a base period si- 
location of butane. The PEA noted that Sec¬ 
tion 211.12(e)(8) specifically designate* tht 
procedures In Subpart C to be, used for tbs 
assignment of a base period supplier s ad 
base period volume to a firm which has no 
base period use. The FEA also rejected PEG'S 
contention that Brooklyn Union’s use of 
butane for Btu enrichment was Improperly 
classified aa an "Industrial use” and should 
Instead have been regarded as "peak shsr- 
tug." The FEA found that Brooklyn Unlonf 
use of butane was not Included within tb# 
regulatory definition of "peak shaving” since 
the firm doe* not inject butane Into Its 5N0 
product stream for the purpose of Increas¬ 
ing the Btu heAtlng value and improving 
the flame characteristics of the 8NG Tbs 
PEO Appeal was therefore denied. 

Waterbury Petroleum Products. Inc . Water- 
bury. Conn.. FFA-II92; Freedom of tn. 
formation 

- Waterbury Petroleum Products, Inc. (Ws- 
terbury) appealed from a determination la 
which the FEA Information Access Officer 
denied In part a Request for Information 
that the firm had filed under the Freedom 
of Information Act. 5 U AjC. 662 (the Act). 
In his Decision, the Information Access Offi¬ 
cer withheld from disclosure to Waterbury an 
Issue Letter sent by the PEA Region DC Of¬ 
fice to the Atlantic Richfield Company 
(ARCO) on October 1. 1076 and the text of 
ARCO’s October 27. 1976 reapom* to the 
Issue Letter dated October 27. 1076 The 
documents were withheld on th* ground* that 
they were exempt from mandatory public 
disclosure pursuant to the provision* of Sec¬ 
tions 552(b)(7)(A) and SecUon 652(b)(7) 
(B) of the Act. In considering Waterbury'* 
Appeal, the FEA determined that the Issue 
Letter involved is a discovery device rather 
than a formal statement of violation* based 
on the conclusion of a significant stage of 
the FEA’s Investigation of ARCO. Since for¬ 
mal allegations of violation had not yet been 
Issued to ARCO by the PEA. tt was deter¬ 
mined that release of the Issue Letter sod 
ARCO’s response would lead to the pre¬ 
mature crystallization of adversary position* 
thereby Inhibiting the FEA’s efforts to se¬ 
cure voluntary compliance from ARCO The 
PEA therefore determined that the docu¬ 
ment* were exempt from mandatory public 
disclosure under Section 552(b)(7)(A) be¬ 
cause their release would Interfere with an 
integral part of the FEA'* enforcement pro¬ 
ceeding. The FEA further determined thst 
the premature crystallization of adversary 
positions would not interfere with ARCO* 
right to an Impartial adjudication and there¬ 
fore that particular finding provides no txvi* 
for withholding the documents under Sec¬ 
tion 552(b)(7)(B). However on the basis of 
Its findings with regard to SecUon 552(b) (7> 
(A) the FEA determined that the laforroa- 
tlon Access Officer had properly withheld the 
Issue Letter and ARCO’s response from pub¬ 
lic disclosure and Waterbury’* Appeal was 
therefore denied 
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W S Hatch Co.. Sait Lake City, Utah. FEA- 

Cache County Corp.; Logan, Utah; FKA 098 J 
G, ( nni'<m City; Gunnison, Utah: FEA-0984 
Board of County Commissioners, Utah 
County. Provo. Utah; FEA-0985 
Pf train G. H'afhburw. Monroe. Utah; FEA- 
0980 

Aurora Town Board; Aurora. Utah ; FKA-4989 
Ctty of Satina; Satina, Utah; FEA 0990 
gait Lake County Commitsion; Salt Lake 
City. Utah; FEA-0991 
county fronomic Development District: 
Sephi, Utah; FEA-0992 
Wrbrr County Commission; Ogden. Utah ; 
TEA 0993 

Phillip* Petroleum Co.. Bartlesville, Okie : 
U.A-0998 

Arizona Fuels Corp.; Soil Lake City. Utah; 
ntn-WTl; Crude oil 

W. S Hatch Company, Phillips Petroleum 
Company and nine other parties from the 
State of Utah (the Utah Appellants) filed 
Appeals from a Decision and Order which the 
FEA issued to the Arizona Fuels Corporation 
on August 27. 1976. Arizona Fuels Corp.. 4 
FEA Par 83,061 (August 27. 1976). Arizona 
Fuels also filed an Application for Modifica¬ 
tion of the August 27 Order and all of these 
fubmUftion* were consolidated In a single 
proceeding. In the August 27 Decision and 
Order, the FKA approved exception relief 
Which permitted Arlaona Fuels to purchase 
additional quantities at crude oil produced 
from the Upper Valley Escalante Field In 
Garfield County. Utah. The Appeals. If 
printed, would result In the tasuace of an 
Order rescinding that Decision. With regard 
to the Hatch Appeal, the FKA found that the 
data which the firm submitted merely indi¬ 
cated that the August 27 De ci sio n would 
cause Hatch to experience offsetting decreases 
in both revenues and expenses and therefore 
the firmV profitability would be substantially 
unaffected by the approval of exception relief 
lor Arizona Fuels The FEA also found that 
line* moat of Hatch's employees were simply 
reassigned to other trucking routes. Hatch 
had not demonstrated that the alleged reduc¬ 
tion in its payroll expenses associated with 
Eve transportation of Escalante crude oil 
would result In an economic loss to the cltl- 
sene of the Stale of Utah. Accordingly. 
Hatch's claims that the August 27 determi¬ 
nation caused it to experience serious adverse 
consequences were unsupported. In addition, 
the FKA found that In the prior Decision, the 
FKA (ought to achieve the significant statu¬ 
tory objective of encouraging the expansion 
of domestic refinery capacity, and that in 
view of this purpose, even If Hatch were to 
experience some adverse consequences as a 
result of the August 27 Decision and Order, 
it hod not demonstrated that the FEA abused 
its discretion or acted In an arbitrary or 
capricious manner. 

Phillips contended In Its Appeal that Its 
Wood# Cross refinery Is more efficient In the 
production of asphalt than Arlaona Fuels’ 
Pardon la refinery, and that the FEA there¬ 
fore acted Arbitrarily In granting exception 
relief to Aricona Fuels which permitted It 
to use crude oil which Phillips would other- 
nitm be authorised to purchase. Phillips also 
averted that the August 27 Order will cause 
municipalities In the 8tate of Utah to Incur 
additional costs In purchasing asphalt that 
bod been produced in other states. In con¬ 
sidering these contentions, the FEA noted 
that the moat efficient possible use of energy 
leeourcea la only one of the PEA’S statutory 
teals and that these goals are often mutually 
exclusive. The FEA found that Phillips had 
failed to demonstrate that the FEA abused 
Ms discretion In attempting to strike a bal- 
***** between the competing statutory goals 
Involved Moreover, tho FEA also found that 


Phillips had not oouvlnclngly demonstrated 
that It could not purchase additional sup¬ 
plies of asphaltic crude oil from other loca¬ 
tions and thereby maintain Its previous level 
of asphalt deliveries to the State of Utah. Ac¬ 
cordingly. the Phillips Appeal was denied. 
The Appeals of the Utah Appellant* which 
merely reiterated the arguments advanced 
by Phillips and presented no data In support 
of their other claims, were also denied since 
they had failed to provide any basis to war¬ 
rant rescission of the August 27 Order. 
Finally, with respect to the Arizona Fuel*? 
request for modification, the FEA found that 
the language of the August 27 Order was 
sufficiently clear and that the modification 
which Arizona Fuels requested was unneces¬ 
sary. Accordingly. Its Application for Modifi¬ 
cation was denied 

Rrqvrsr* it* EtarnoK 

Belcher Oil Co.. Miami. Flo , FEE-3892. 

Residual fuel oil 

Belcher Oil Company (Belcher) filed an 
Application for Exception from the provi¬ 
sions of 10 CFR 211.67(d)(4) which, if 
granted, would permit certain domestic re¬ 
finers to sell to Belcher up to 1,000.000 bar¬ 
rels of residual fuel oil for aale Into the 
"East Coast Market** during the months of 
March and April 1977. without Incurring 
any additional entitlement obligations. In 
Its Application. Belcher slated that 76 per¬ 
cent of the residual fuel oil sold In the South¬ 
east historically has been supplied by domes¬ 
tic refineries. Belcher claimed that the pro¬ 
visions of Section 211.67(d) (4) have reduced 
the competitive advantage which was for¬ 
merly enjoyed by these domestic refineries 
and that as a result, domestic refiners have 
reduced residual fuel oil supplies available 
foe sale In the Southeast. Belcher further 
claimed that this situation has created sup¬ 
ply shortages In the Southeast, and has In¬ 
creased tiie firm’s reliance upon higher priced 
Imported residual fuel oil. Belcher contended 
that this increase In tie residual fuel oil 
costa constitute* a gross Inequity for the 
firm and Its customer*. In considering the 
Belcher exception request, the FEA noted 
that the firm had failed to provide any docu¬ 
mentation In support of the assertions It 
advanced, and that unsupported assertions 
do not form the basis for the approval of 
exception relief. The FEA also observed that 
the contentions advanced by Belcher con¬ 
cerning the effect of 10 CFR 212 67(d) (4) 
upon the market for residual fuel oil In the 
Southeast did not focus exclusively upon the 
firm, but Instead challenged the FEA*a gen- 
conslderable Impact upon the East Coast 
residual fuel oil market. The FEA therefore 
concluded that the exceptions process wa* 
not the appropriate forum for considering 
Belcher's contentions, and that If Belcher 
believes that a change In FEA policy U desir¬ 
able, It should seek such change through a 
rulemaking proceeding. In addition, the FEA 
noted that the FEA la already considering 
regulatory amendments which would have a 
considerable Impact upon the East Coast 
residual fuel oil market, and that Belcher has 
had ample opportunity to present its views 
in that rulemaking proceeding. Accordingly, 
the Belcher exception request was denied. 

Citte* Service Co.; Tulsa, Ok la FEE-3548; 

Motor gasoline 

Cities Service Company (Cities) filed an 
Application for Exception from the provi¬ 
sions of 10 CFR -21141 which, if granted, 
would have resulted In the assignment of the 
firm as the new base period supplier of motor 
gasoline for a retail sales outlet currently 
operated by Research Fuels, Inc. (RFl). In 
considering the Cities application, the FRA 
determined that contrary to the firm's allega¬ 
tion, the FEA regulations in no way ham¬ 


pered its ability to execute a contract with 
RFJ under which Cities would lease the out¬ 
let The FKA also found that Cities had sub¬ 
mitted no material In support of its conten¬ 
tion that RFl would incur a serious hardship 
in the future if Cities was not assigned a* 
the outlet's base period supplier. On the basis 
of the record In the proceeding the FEA also 
concluded that Cities had failed to establish 
that the continuation of RFl*» base period 
supplier, purchaser relationship with the 
Peacock Oil Company, its current base period 
supplier, resulted In a serious hardship or a 
gross Inequity either to Cities or RFl The 
Cities exception application was therefore 
denied. 

Orraf Souf/iem OU 4r Go* Co.. Inc ; Lafay¬ 
ette, La . FXE-3S84; Crude oil 

Great Southern OH A Oas Company. Inc. 
(Great Southern) filed an Application for 
Exception from the provision* of 10 CFR, 
Part 212. Subpart D. The request, if granted, 
would have resulted In an extennion of the 
exception relief previously granted to Orest 
Southern and would have permitted Great 
Southern to sell the entire working interest 
•hare of the crude oil produced from the 
Elizabeth Longman No. 1 well (Longman 
weU) at upper tier ceiling price*. See Oreat 
Southern Oil A Gas Oo. Inc., 4 FEA Par. 83 - 
041 (August II. 1976); and Oreat Southern 
Oil A Gas Co.. Inc., 3 FEA Par. 83,124 (March 
9, 1976). In considering the exception ap¬ 
plication. the FEA found that tho Long¬ 
man well was still incurring Increased op¬ 
erating coat* and the working Interests con¬ 
tinued to lack the Incentive to produce crude 
oil from the property at the lower tier cell¬ 
ing price. However, the PEA also determined 
that Oreat Southern had not demonstrated 
that It should be permitted to sell 100 per¬ 
cent of the working Interest share of the pro¬ 
duction at upper tier celling price*. In this 
connection, the rEA pointed out that ex¬ 
ception relief of the nature that hod been 
granted to the firm in that past had been 
generally designed u> provide the firm with 
an economic incentive to continue crude oil 
recovery activities. The Great Southern Ap¬ 
plication for Exception on the other hand 
was designed to permit the firm to recover 
operating costs which It had Incurred in the 
pA*t as a result of high workover expenses 
and would have no bearing on whether the 
firm would find It economically advantageous 
to operate the property In the future How¬ 
ever In order to permit Oreat Southern to re¬ 
cover workover expenses which It would in¬ 
cur In the future and therefore assure that 
the firm would continue to have an Incen¬ 
tive to continue production from the Long¬ 
man well, the FEA stated that Great South¬ 
ern could file an Application for further ex¬ 
ception relief at the time It Is able to for¬ 
mulate with a reasonable degree of accuracy 
estimates of the expenses it wHl incur in 
Longman well. With respect to the present 
request, however, the FRA determined that 
under the procedure* generally utilized in 
granting exception relief to prtxiucent from 
the lower their celling price rule Great South¬ 
ern should be permitted to sell 94.36 percent 
of the crude oil produced from the Long¬ 
man well at upper tier celling prices. 

Krnco Refining. Inc.; Tesoro Petroleum 

Corp.; San Antonio. Tex; FEE-382J; 

Crude oil refined petroleum products 

Kenco Refining. Inc. (Kenco) and Teaoro 
Petroleum Corporation (Tesoro) jointly re¬ 
quested various types of administrative re¬ 
lief relating to Kenco'a acquisition from 
Tworo of a refinery and related marketing 
assets located at Wolf Point, Montana (the 
Wolf Point refinery). Since the Mandatory 
Petroleum Allocation and Price Regulation# 
are not specifically designed to apply to the 
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unusual conditions arising from the pur- 
cha«e and sale of a refinery, the FRA In ac¬ 
cordance with previous Decisions involving 
similar circumstances consolidated the is¬ 
sues which the firms raised for evaluation 
through the exceptions process. With respect 
to the request for various types of retroactive 
relief, the FKA found that Kenco and Trsoro 
had made no showing that an exception ap¬ 
plication could not have been filed suffi¬ 
ciently In advance of the date of cloning to 
afford adequate prospective relief. The FKA 
al*o noted that no explanation had been pro¬ 
vided as to why the closing date of the re¬ 
finery acquisition could not hare been de¬ 
layed until a determination was reached In 
this proceeding, and It therefore determined 
that any relief in this case should be granted 
on a prospective basis only. The PEA also 
determined that Kenco's acquisition of the 
Wolf Point refinery wa* not devised solely 
for the purpose of talcing undue advantage 
of the FKA regulatory program. 

In considering the firms 4 Application for 
Exception, the FKA found that since the 
Wolf Point refinery currently does not pro¬ 
duce any refined products which are subject 
to the Mandatory Petroleum Allocation and 
Price Regulations, the portion of the flimi* 
Application which requests exception relief 
with respect to the pricing and allocation 
of products produced at the Wolf Point re¬ 
finery should be dismissed. With respect to 
the sale of the crude oil Inventories at the 
refinery, the FEA determined that Tesoro and 
Kenco nhould be permitted to transfer the 
crude oil Inventories at the prices which they 
agreed upon In their Sales Agreement, 

However, since Tesoro will not be using 
the crude oil Inventories which It Is selling 
to Kenco. Tesoro was required to reduce its 
current "total cost of crude oil purchased'* 
as that term U used In Section 212 83(c) (2) 
nil > by the amount of revenues which It will 
receive from Kenco pursuant to the Agree¬ 
ment for that crude oil. Correspondingly. 
Kenco was required to Include that amount 
In Its "total cost of crude oil purchased 
Kenco also requested that the FKA deter¬ 
mine that It Is eligible to participate as a re- 
ftner-buyer In the Crude Oil Buy/Sell Pro¬ 
gram beginning with the March May 1877 
allocation quarter. The FKA noted that the 
March-May 1877 Buy/Sell list had already 
been Issued and published and the approval 
of Kenco's request could therefore require 
a complete revision of the List And thereby 
present a substantial administrative burden 
to the implementation of the Buy 'Sell Pro¬ 
gram. Moreover, since the revision of the 
List might interfere with the business deci¬ 
sions which other firms may have made in 
reliance on the Buy/Sell List and Kenco had 
not made a strong showing that It would 
be adversely affected In a serious and sub¬ 
stantia) manner unless the List Is revised, 
the FEA determined that Kenco's request 
should be denied tn the form submitted 
However, tn order to assure an orderly transi¬ 
tion In the ownership and operation of the 
refinery as well as afford Kenco the opportu¬ 
nity to submit a timely application to the 
FEA for an allocation of crude oil for the 
Wolf Point refinery under the Crude OH Buy/ 
Sell PTOgrn at. the FKA permitted Kenco to 
purchase from Tesoro a portion of Teaoro's 
crude oil allocation under the Buy/Sell List 
for the March-May 1877 allocation quarter. 
Accordingly, the Application for Exception 
submitted by Kenco and Teaoro was granted 
In part and denied in part. 

Midland Cooperatives, Inc.: Minneapolis 
Minn.: FKE-3194; Crude oil 

Midland Cooperatives, Inc. (Midland) filed 
an Application for Exception from a "Notice 
of Proposed Adjustments to 1878 Exception 
Relief Under Domestic Crude Oft Allocation 


Program" Which the FEA published on Au¬ 
gust 30. 1876. 41 Fed Reg 36540 (August 30. 
1876). On November 5, 1876. the FEA Is¬ 
sued a Supplemental Order which resolved 
the Issues discussed In the August 30 Notice 
pursuant to the provisions of 10 CFR 211.67. 
Beacon Oil Co, et a).. 4 FKA Par. 87.024 (No¬ 
vember 5, 1076). Pursuant to the November 5 
Supplemental Order Midland Is requtred to 
purchase entitlements during each month of 
the period November 1876 through October 
1877 In order to offset the excessive exception 
relief which the firm received from the pro¬ 
visions of 10 CFR 211.67 during calendar year 
1878. Midland's exception request, if granted, 
would have relieved the firm of Us obligation 
to purchase thooe entitlement* in con¬ 
sidering Midland's exception request, the FKA 
noted that exception relief from the En¬ 
titlements Program was granted to small 
refiners such os Midland during 1875 for 
the sole purpose of mitigating the projected 
adverse Impact the Entitlements Program 
would have during that year which would 
otherwise have precluded the firms from op¬ 
erating at a level of profitability for 1875 
that was consistent with their historical op¬ 
erations. The FEA found that Midland would 
have attained a level of profit ah lilt v for 1975 
which exceeded Us historical profit margin 
even If no exception relief liad been granted 
from the Entitlements Program. Therefore. In 
view of the additional profits which Midland 
actually attained during 1875 as a result of 
entitlements exception relief, the FEA de¬ 
termined that the firm had failed to provide 
any material which Indicated that its ongoing 
business activities would be seriously or ad¬ 
versely affected by the requirement that It 
purchase entitlements to account for the 
excess 1975 benefits The exception request 
was accordingly denied. 

Smth r/ r*f Propane. Inc.: Farmington. Mich ; 

PXE3&94. Propone 

On December 22. 1977 the FEA Issued a 
Supplemental Order to Northwest Propane. 
Inc. (Northwest) which approved an exten¬ 
sion of the exception relief which had been 
previously granted to the firm on April 2. 
1976. Northwest Propane. Inc.. 4 FEA Par. 
67,021 (December 22. 1977). The December 22 
Order directed the Regional Administrator of 
REA Region V to assign to Northwest for the 
quarter beginning on January t* 1977 and 
ending on March 31. 1877, a supplier or sup¬ 
pliers whose wholesale price for propane was 
within the range of prices paid for that prod¬ 
uct by major martctera in the area in which 
Northwest operates. The Order also specified 
that upon recelrtng a written request from 
Northwest, the Regional Administrator of 
FEA Region V to assign to Northwest for the 
any month subsequent to March 1877 as to 
whether Northwest would continue to experi¬ 
ence a serious hardship unless further ex¬ 
ception relief were approved. Northwest re¬ 
quested an extension of exception relief in 
accordance with the terms of that Order. 
Based on the data which Northwest sub¬ 
mitted to the Regional Administrator, and 
the recommendation of the Regional Admin¬ 
istrator. the FEA determined that If North¬ 
west were required to purchase !U propane 
supplies from Its base period supplier. North¬ 
west would continue to incur the type or 
mt 1 otis financial hardship which led to the 
approval of exception relief in the past The 
exception reller was therefore extended 
through June 30. 1877. 

Nothstein Ford. Inc.; K tit i town, Pm.; FBK- 

3634: Motor gasoline 

Not h* tel n Ford. Inc. (Nothstetn) filed an 
Appli catio n for Exception from the provision* 
or 10 CFR 2112 which. If granted, would re¬ 
sult In the assignment of the Exxon Com¬ 
pany, U-S.A. (Exxon) as Noth*teIn's base 


period supplier of motor gasoline to replace 
Its present base period supplier. Texaco, Inc 
In its submission. Nothstetn stated that it 
was experiencing a serious hardship m * 
result of Its base period supplier's unwilling, 
ness to replace Nothstein'* gasoline «tar*K« 
tanks with larger storage tanks and to install 
an additional storage tank and pump i&taod 
which would allow the firm to offer premium 
trasollne for sale aa well as regular and ua- 
:coded grades In considering the exception 
request, the FEA initially noted that excep¬ 
tion relief waa not necessary to permit :,’oQ>- 
steln and Exxon to enter into a new supply 
relationship The FEA also determined that 
the capital improvements which Nothsteia 
desires to make were not necessary to ena&s 
the firm to continue Its operations, but were 
Intended to Increase Us sales volume which 
had already more than doubled since the firm 
began operating the station in 1875. The FEA 
atso found that Nothstetn had adequate fi¬ 
nancial resource* to purchase and Insta n ihs 
new equipment Itself. Finally, the FRA deter¬ 
mined that If Nothstetn were to Install it* 
own storage tanka, it would save at least two 
cents per gallon tn equipment rental costs 
and might well be able to recover the cost 
of the equipment In a period of only two 
years. The FEA therefore concluded that no 
showing hod been made that Nothstein wu 
experiencing « serious hardship or grow in¬ 
equity as a result of the application to tt of 
PEA regulatory requirements and the excep¬ 
tion application was denied 

Quaker State Oil Refining Carp . Oil dig. 
Pa : FEE-3430; Crude Oil 

Quaker State OH Refining Corp (Quaker 
State) filed an Application for Exception 
from the provision* of 10 CFR 212 67 which. 
If granted, would Increase the number of 
entitlement* which the firm la permitted to 
sell each month In order to offset the In¬ 
creased crude oil costs which It la experienc¬ 
ing as a result of the exemption of stripper 
well property crude oil from price control* 
Ih Its Application. Quaker State pointed out 
that all of the crude oil which the firm 
processes in Its four refineries consists of 
Penn-Orode crude oil, a paraffin-based midt 
oil which la primarily obtained from stripper 
well properties. Quaker State further *Uted 
that aa a result of the September 1. 1874 
regulatory amendments exempting the first 
sale of stripper well property crude oil from 
price controls, the firm has Incurred a sub¬ 
stantial Increase In lta crude oil costs. 
Quaker State argued that 1U Increased crude 
oil coats have not been adequately offset by 
the Increased entitlements benefits which 
the firm realised as a result of the Novem¬ 
ber 3. 1876 amendments to the regulation* 
governing the Entitlements Program In con¬ 
sidering the Quaker 8tate exception appli¬ 
cation, the FEA observed that a showing by 
Quaker 81ate that the Entitlement* Program 
does not fully equalize lta coat of crude oil 
a* compared to other refiners does not in and 
of Itself demonstrate that a gross inequity 
exists. The FEA also found that the lncrrA.se 
In crude oil coats which Quaker State Is in¬ 
curring Is not a result of the FEA regulatory 
program, but Is Instead a result of the high 
quality of the crude oil which It refines, and 
the anomolous pricing patterns which exist 
in the market for Penn-Orade crude oil. 
Furthermore, the FEA concluded that 
Quaker State had failed to make a shoving 
that it la adversely affected by the FKA reg¬ 
ulatory program In a grossly inequitable 
manner In this connection, the FEA found 
that Quaker Stated profitability has In¬ 
creased significantly since the September I 
stripper well property exemption as com¬ 
pared to the same time period of the firm • 
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prcviou* fiscal ytar. Accordingly, the Quaker 
State exception application was denied. 

lU^risT roa Modification oa Rescission 

kciP England Petroleum Carp.; Sew York, 

N Y.; 7 MR-0070; Crude Oil 
The New England PeUolcum Corporation 
* Nepco) filed an Application for Modifica¬ 
tion of a Decision and Order which the FEA 
tawed to the firm on November 17, 1976. 
Ktvr inland Petroleum Carp .. 3 FEA Par. 

63 015 ( November 17, 1978). In the Novem¬ 
ber 17, 1976 Decision, the KEA approved an 
Application for Exception which Nep co had 
filed from the provisions of 10 CFR 211.07 
tnd permitted the firm to earn entitlements 
with respect to certain Import* of residual 
fuel oil in the month of September 1976. 
However, Nepco was unable to sell 6116,971 Ad 
of the entitlements which It had been issued 
pursuant to the November 17 Decision and 
Order because of the refusal of the Arizona 
Fuch Corporation to consummate Its full en¬ 
titlement purchase obligations as specified In 
the September 1975 Entitlement Notice. 
Nepco therefore requested that the FEA 
taue the firm entitlements which are equal 
la value to the entitlements which It bad 
been unable to sell In accordance with the 
November 17 Order. In evaluating Nepoo's 
contention, the FEA determined that at the 
time the November 17 Order was Issued. 
Arirena Fuels’ refusal to purchase entitle¬ 
ment* was certainly not contemplated and 
consequently. Nepco had shown that a sub- 
itantlal change In the facts and eircum- 
ttance* surrounding the Issuance of the 
November 17 Order had taken place. How¬ 
ever, the FEA also determined that a show¬ 
ing of a significantly changed circumstance 
did not in and of itself Justify a modifica¬ 
tion of the November 17 Order. After ex¬ 
amining the basis of the November 17 Order, 
the FEA found that Nepco had not shown 
that the relief which It requested was Dec¬ 
enary to ensure that the Intent of the ex¬ 
ception relief extended in the initial Order 
would be Implemented. The FEA noted that 
Us Nov ember 17 determination and all other 
Decisions granting exception relief to Nepco 
were in tended to protect the firm’s position 
m a viable competitor In the East coast resid¬ 
ual fuel market on a temporary basis. The 
FEA found that the Intent of these orders 
had been accomplished through Nepco‘a 
•sie of nearly $31 million In entitlements 
sod thus, the Arm's inability to locate a 
purchaser for less than one-half of one per¬ 
cent of It* total benefits had only a minimal 
impact upon the firm’s total operations dur¬ 
ing the year. On the basis of this analysis 
and a i urtber finding that Arizona Fuels had 
been issued further Orders requiring It to 
purchase the entitlements, the FEA denied 
Nepco’s Application for Modification or 
Resciteion. 

Request roa Stay 

Atlantic Richfield Co.; Philadelphia, Pa,: 

FRS-1209 Motor Gasoline 

Atlantic Richfield Company (Aroo) re¬ 
quested that a Remedial Order for Im¬ 
mediate Compliance Issued to the firm by 
the Director of Regulatory Programs of FEA 
Region I on February 11, 1977 be stayed pend¬ 
ing a determination of the firm s Appeal. In 
iht Remedial Order, the Regional Office 
determined that subsequent to January 31. 
1977, Arco had refused to supply motor gas¬ 
oline to Mr. Dennis J. Bland in (Blandln), a 
**** period customer of Arco. The FEA fur- 
ther found that Blandln operated a retail 
outlet which was owned by Arco and Arco 
bod ceased supplying him as a result of Its 
dct-Uio® Dot to renew Blandln'a lease on the 
Ar °o station. The Remedial Order therefore 
Squired Arco to continue it* supplier pur¬ 


chaser relationship with Blandln. However 
Uio Remedial Order further require Aroo to 
provide FEA Region I with a full list of all 
wholcsale/purchaaer-reseUers to whom Arco 
had given or intended to give notice of the 
termination of the supplier/purchaser rela¬ 
tionship. In denying the portion of Arco'a 
request relating to Its refusal to supply 
Blandln the FEA found that Arco had pro- 
tided no Information which demonstrated 
that Blandln was not entitled to receive his 
adjusted base period allocation of motor 
gasoline. However, the FEA also found that 
Aroo's request should be approved with re¬ 
gard to the requirement In the Remedial 
Order that it furnish FRA Region 1 with a list 
of all wboleaale/purcbascr-reseUerH to whom 
Aroco bad given or intended to give notice 
of the termination of the supplier/purchaser 
relationship. The FEA noted that the Re¬ 
medial Order did not contain any findings 
with respect to any of Arco’a customers other 
than Blandln. It waa therefore determined 
that there was no factual basis which would 
Justify the requirement specified in Use Re¬ 
medial Order that Aroo provide a list to the 
FEA of wholesale purchaser/resellers other 
than Blandln to whom It had given or in¬ 
tended to give notice of termination Accord¬ 
ingly. that portion of the Remedial Order was 
stayed. 

SumxinxTA!. Omens 

Air Transport "Association of America. Wash¬ 
ington. D C.; PEX-41M; Crude OU 

The Air Transport Association of America 
(ATA) filed a submission in which It re¬ 
quested that U be permitted to Intervene in 
an Appeal proceeding which is currenUy 
pending before the Office of Exception* and 
Appeals. The Appeal referred to in the ATA 
submission was filed by the Oetty OU Com¬ 
pany from a Remedial Order which was is¬ 
sued to Oetty by the FEA Deputy Assistant 
Administrator tor Compliance on August 12, 
1976 (Case Nos. FEA-0978 and FRA-1230). 
The Remedial Order found that Oetty charged 
unlawful price levels for certain crude oU 
which It delivered to The Standard Oll Com¬ 
pany (Sohlo) during the period October 1973 
through October 1974. The Remedial Order 
further found that Oetty had understated 
Its old crude oil receipts which were used 
to calculate Its entitlement sales obligations 
during the period November 1974 through 
January 1976 and ss a result, Oetty had 
received a very substantial amount of excess 
entitlement revenues during that period. 
Oetty was therefore directed to refund the 
previous overcharges to Sohlo and to account 
for the previously unreported old crude oil 
In the report a which it submits to the FEA 
under the provisions of the Entitlements 
Program over a sU month period beginning 
with the effective date of the Order. 

In order to ensure that the refunds which 
Oetty is required to make to Sohlo are passed 
through to Sobio’s purchasers of covered 
products, the Deputy Assistant Adminis¬ 
trator for Compliance also Issued an Ancil¬ 
lary Order to Sohlo pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of 10 CFR 205.105(b). Paragraph (3) of 
the Ancillary Order direct* Sohlo to submit 
a “statement of alternative remedy” which 
could be implemented in order to pass 
through the refunds. In considering the Ap¬ 
plication to Intervene, the FRA found that 
the domestic scheduled air carriers who are 
members of the ATA have been affected by 
the Remedial Order and the Ancillary Order, 
and will also be affected by the determination 
reached with respect to the Oetty Appeal, and 
the Appeal which Sohlo filed from the An¬ 
cillary Order (Case No. FEA-1067). A number 
of ATA members purchased kerosene base Jet 
fuel from Sohlo during the period covered by 
the Getty/Sohlo compliance proceeding. 


These carriers were therefore directly sub¬ 
jected to the passthrough of additional cost* 
by Getty's alleged crude oil overcharge!. In 
addition, the nationwide increased coat of 
crudo oil generated by Getty’s alleged entitle¬ 
ment violations arguably subjected all ATA 
members to increased ooat passthroughs The 
FEA therefore determined that the ATA rep¬ 
resents a group of consumers of covered prod¬ 
ucts which have an interest in the flual 
determination of the pending administrative 
appeals arising out of the Oetty/Sohio com¬ 
pliance proceeding. Boned on the precedent 
established In Consumers Union of United 
States. Inc., 5 FEA Par. 87.014 (February 18. 
1977), the FEA concluded that the ATA had 
made a sufficiently strong showing that in¬ 
tervention on behalf of consumer interests 
should be granted in the Oetty/Sohio appel¬ 
late proceedings to represent opposing points 
of view, and the request was granted 

Consumers Union of United States, Inc,. 

Washington. D.C.; FEX-0129; Refined 

Petroleum Products 

Consumers Union of United States, Inc. 
(Consumers Union) filed an application in 
which It requested that It be permitted to 
Intervene In three exception proceedings 
which had been initiated by the Exxon Com¬ 
pany, USA., the Continental Oil Company 
and the Southland Oil Company and which 
are currently pending before the FEA Office 
of Exceptions and Appeals. Consumers Union 
also requested that It be permitted to receive 
financial assistance to enable it to partici¬ 
pate in the proceedings which related to the 
passthrough of increased non-product coat* 
by refiners during the period January 1, 1975 
through January 31, 1978. The Consumers 
Union application was submitted pursuant 
to a Decision and Order which the FEA is¬ 
sued to the organization on February 18 
1977 in response to a PeUUon for Special 
Redrees which It had filed. Consumers Union 
of VS., Inc , 5 FEA Par 87.014 (February 18. 
19T7). In that determination, the PEA con¬ 
cluded that. In view of the fact that agency 
official* had played a significant role In 
prompting the submission of exception ap¬ 
plications involving the recovery of Increased 
non-product cost* by refiners and In view 
of the highly significant monetary value 
of the type of exception relief being sought. 
It would be most desirable to provide nec¬ 
essary financial assistance to ensure that in- 
tervenors who represent the interest* of con¬ 
sumers are able to fully participate In the 
exception proceedings. In order to secure 
consumer representation in a manner which 
tho Comptroller General of the United 8tatea 
had determined to be proper, the FEA stated 
in the Pebbruary 18 Decision that It would 
permit any non-profit organization whose 
principal function involves the protection 
of consumer Interests to file an application 
to Intervene and that any such organiza¬ 
tion could submit appropriate documenta¬ 
tion u> establish that financial assistance 
would be necessary to enable It to partici¬ 
pate in the exception proceedings. After re¬ 
viewing the material which Consumers Un¬ 
ion had submitted, the FEA concluded 
that the Consumers Union application made 
a sufficiently strong showing that Interven¬ 
tion on behalf of consumer Interest* la nec¬ 
essary to adequately represent opposing 
points of view and that the application es- 
. tabfished that the organisation itself could 
not bear the full financial cost* of participa¬ 
tion. The FEA therefore granted the appli¬ 
cation to Intervene in the three exception 
proceedings and directed the FRA Associate 
Administrator for Management to take all 
reasonable and necessary measures to pro¬ 
vide reasonable and appropriate fi n a nc ial 
assistance to Consumers Union to enable It 
to participate. 
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Requests roa ExcmraoM Rjcccivxd »om 
Natuul Oas Piocusou 

The Office of Exception* end Appeal* of 
the Federal Energy Administration he* ta¬ 
nned Deddous end Order* granting excep¬ 


tion relief from the provisions of 10 CFR 
212.105 to the natural gee processors Hated 
below. The exception* granted permit the 
firm* Involved to Increase the prices of the 
production of the |M plants listed below to 
reflect certain non-product costs increases: 


Ceoipsoy 


Cm* N* 


Besoms Ossollns Co. 
Ority Oil Co_ 


nstUUsrtss Co. and Vmm>U Ova Proem* n« Co- 

MeCoUorl) Os* rrucatiiic Carp... ____ 


San fort! I* Fscvdsa.. 


PXE-tttt 

FXE-J 700 

KXB- 37 TO 

PXE 4 TO 

rxt«i 

KXE-36AO 
kxwm l 

FPE-3M> 

PXK-aui 

pxjt-aoM 

FXK-J665 

PXE- 2 M 1 

FXE-JftM 


Plant 

Amount 
of price 
Inrtvss 
in dollar* 

per gallon 

KumImi... . , , , 

aaiss 

Vermillion... 

Wm( Rrmird_ 

•COBS 

.am 

Yales. 

.068? 

Imndrdr_ _ 

.07*# 

IMk I'oumiIml .. _ 

Fslrvtsw_ _ 

.am 

.0400 

Gillette. . 

iaffllm Proof __ . 

.otss 

.0000 

Oed mknvmn .. 

.QH 

Well Draw___ 

• IMS 

Blmgrovo_ 

Msryrtt*.. 

. KB32 

.ran 


SumM/ uiT Decision 

In the following summary decision, the 
Regional Administrator of FKA Region VI 
was permitted an additional IS days In 
which to Issue a revised Remedial Order: 

Shell Oil Co„ Houston, Tax.; FEX-0132 
DriMTHSAL* 

The following aubmiaslons were dismissed 
following a statement by the applicant In¬ 
dicating that the relief requested was no 
longer needed: 

Cotton Petroleum CorpDenver. Colo.; 

FES-0088 

Flying Tiger Line, tnc.; Lot Angeles, Call/.; 
FKA-1J09 

General Distributors. Inc.; Snow ttiU, 9td.; 
Fh'S-0078 

Inexco Oil Co : Houston. Tex.: FES-3456 
Texas Pacific Oil Co. Inc,; Dallas Tax.; FEE- 
3657 

The following submission was dismissed 
on the ground that the request Is now moot: 

Texaco, tnc.; Atlanta . Os.; FRA-1054 
Rractnarrma 

The stay* granted to the following firm* 
were rescinded following a determination by 
FEA that the relief requested was no longer 
necessary: 

Flying Tiger Line. Inc.; Los Angeles. Call/.: 
FES-1109 

Inejco Oil Co.; Houston. Tex^ FES-3456 

Copies of the full text of these Deci¬ 
sions and Orders are available In the 
Public Docket Room of the Office of 
Private Grievances and Redress. Room 
B-120. 2000 M Street* N.W., Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20461. Monday through Friday, 
between the hours of 1:00 pjn. and 5:00 
pm.. e.d.t. except Federal holidays. 
They are also available in Energy 
Management: Pcderal Energy Guide¬ 
lines, a commercially published loose 
leaf reporter system. 

Dated: May 20. 1677. 

Bale J. Pycl 

Acting General Counsel. 

IFR Doc.77-14041 Filed 5~26-77;8:45 ami 


ISSUANCE OF DECISIONS AND ORDERS 

BY THE OFFICE OF EXCEPTIONS AND 

APPEALS 

Week of March 21 Through March 25,1977 

Notice is hereby given that during the 
week of March 21 through March 25, 
1977. the Decisions and Orders summa¬ 
rized below were issued with respect to 
Appeals and Applications for Exception 
or other relief filed with the Office of 
Exceptions and Appeals of the Federal 
Energy Administration. The foliowring 
summary also contains a list of submis¬ 
sions which were dismissed by the Office 
of Exceptions and Appeals and the basis 
for the dismissal. 

Appeals 

Capitol oil Co.; Baltimore. Md ; FEA-0903. 

FBA-0951. No. 2 Fuel oil 

Capitol Oil Company filed an Appeal from 
a Remedial Order in which the FRA deter¬ 
mined that Capitol had charged unlawful 
price* for the No. 2 fuel oil which It sold 
during the period November 8 . 1073 through 
July 31, 1076. Capitol also filed an Appeal 
from a previous Decision and Order In which 
PEA Region III had denied the Arm's Appli¬ 
cation tor Exception from 10 CFR 31203. 
Since the two Appeal* Involve similar issues, 
they were consolidated. In It* Appeals. Capi¬ 
tol contended that the application of FEA 
Price Regulations to Its sales of No. 2 fuel 
oil to Its principal customer, the U. 8 . Coast 
Guard, was unlawful because it abrogated a 
contract between the two parties, contrary to 
Capitol’s contention, the FEA found that It 
has been authorltlrely determined that the 
agency * regulations may legitimately affect 
existing contracts by limiting the prices 
which may be charged under those con¬ 
tracts. The FEA also held that there was 
no merit to Capitol's claim that FKA** au¬ 
thority to abrogate the pricing provisions of 
existing contract* does not extend to con¬ 
tracts in which the UJB. Government ts a 
party. It was pointed out that those same 
contentions had been considered and rejected 
by the Temporary Emergency Court of Ap¬ 
peals. With respect to Capitol's claim that 
the Remedial Order Incorrectly determined 
Its May 16. 1973 price to the Coast Guard 
the PEA found that since no transaction had 


occurred between the parties on May 15. 1*73 
the Remedial Order had correctly referred to 
the price which Capitol charged the Comi 
Guard In an actual transaction which took 
place on May 14, 1973. The FEA found that 
Capitol had not established the existence of 
certain oral agreements which it alleged oc¬ 
curred on or prior to May 18. 1973 Therefor* 
those agreements could not be considered In 
determining Capitol's May 15. 1973 price 
See FEA Ruling 1977-5. 42 Fed. Reg 15303 
(March 21. 1977). With respect to the prior 
exception proceeding the FEA determined 
that, contrary to tho contentions that Capitol 
raised In Us Appeal, the price which it 
charged the Coast Guard on May 14, 1971 
eras not unrepresentative of the Arm'a his¬ 
toric pricing practices. The FEA also 6 U a- 
lalned the determination in the prior Capitol 
exception proceeding that the Arm had failed 
to make a compelling showing that retroac¬ 
tive exception relief was warranted. The PlA 
found that Capitol has maintained a mod¬ 
erately healthy financial position and refund¬ 
ing the revenues which It realised through 
overcharges would not cause a severe and Ir¬ 
reparable injury to Capitol or preclude the 
Arm from continuing its essential operation* 
Nevertheless, the FEA concluded that In via* 
of the flnanclal strain which refunding ih* 
overcharge* within 60 day* would place on 
Capitol, the refund period should be extended 
to require that Capitol repay no more than 
one-third of the overcharges In any fiscal 
year. 

City of Los Angeles; Los Angeles, Calif.; Ft A- 
0981 crude oil 

The City of Los Angeles Aied on Appeal 
from a Decision and Order which the FEA 
had Issued to the Damson Oil Corporation. 
Damson OH Corp.. 4 FEA Par. 83.064 (Au¬ 
gust 27, 1976). In that Order the FEA granted 
Damson an exception from the provisions 
of 10 CFR. Part 212, Subpart D. thereby per¬ 
mitting the Arm to sell at upper Usr ceiling 
price* 100 percent of the crude otl produced 
for 1U benefit as the working Interest owner 
from the Venice Beach Lease. The City’s Ap¬ 
peal. If granted, would permit it, as the roy¬ 
alty Interevt owner, to share In the revenues 
accruing to Damson as a result of the excep¬ 
tion relief. Consequently, If the City'* Appeal 
was sustained that portion of the crude oil 
produced from the Venice Beach L eave for 
the benefit of the City would be sold at upper 
tier prices In considering the City's Appeal, 
the FEA found that the City was not re¬ 
sponsible for any of the costs associated wltU 
the production of crude oil from ih# Venice 
Beach Lease. The FEA therefore determined 
that the decision reached In US. Geological 
Survey, et at. 5 FT.A Par. 80.537 (January 26. 
1977). was controlling and that the limita¬ 
tion of exception relief to the working Inter* 
est owner was properly within the agency's 
authority and did not constitute arbitrary 
or capricious action. The FEA also deter¬ 
mined that the City had failed to demon¬ 
strate that It was experiencing a grot in¬ 
equity or a serious hardship as a result ol 
the FEA Price Regulations and that there was 
consequently no basis for granting the City 
exception relief In Its own right. Final!? ths 
FEA determined that the City had failed to 
demonstrate that the limitation of excep¬ 
tion relief to Damson Interfered with Its 
State sovereignty as established by the Tenth 
Amendment of the United States Constitu¬ 
tion. The FEA therefore denied the CUy** 
Appeal. 
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Gcvril crude OU Co.; Houston, Tex.; FXA - 
1061 crude oil 

G^rml Crude Oil Company (Oencrol 
(vodui filed an Appeal from a Decision and 
Order which the PEA Issued to the Arm on 
S«>;enir>er 21. 1076. Central Crude Oil Com - 
L*. 4 FEA Par. 83.104 (September 21. 1076) 

Z the prior determination, the PEA per¬ 
mitted the working Interest owners of the 
f .nninr Lease of the West Newport Pield to % 
nil at upper tier price levels 100 percent of 
tbs sddiuonal quantities of crude oil which 
vould tx* produced from the property in 1077 
tad 1078 as a result of the Implementation 
eS an accelerated thermal In-altu ©ombustion 
prelect. General Crude was also permitted to 
Nil at upper tier celling prices 70.06 percent 
of the additional quantity of crude oU which 
wild be produced as a result of the project 
dnjhqr 1379 The General Crude Appeal. If 
panted, would result In the Issuance of a 
further Order which would permit It to sell 
the entire Canning Lease production at upper 
tier prices without any time limitation. In 
hi Appeal General Crude contended that the 
tefel of exception relief approved In the Sep¬ 
tember 21 Decision does not provide a suf¬ 
ficient economic incentive to Justify under¬ 
taking the accelerated thermal In-situ com- 
festion project. The General Crude argument 
in pftsed on the firm’s contention that the 
ti nnin g Lease would qualify as a • tripper 
ttU property If It terminated entirely the 
aahanccd recovery activities which it now 
toodttct* at the Lease In favor of primary 
production activities General Cn>de asserted 
that is a stripper well property, the Banning 
would generate substantially greater 
profits than Its present operations or those 
which It could conduct under the exception 
teuton In considering this contention, the 
FEA determined that, contrary to the posi¬ 
tion advanced by General Crude, the stripper 
veil exemption was not Intended to apply to 
final which alter existing crude oU produc¬ 
tion patterns at a property solely to produce 
tat than 10 barrels of crude oil per well per 
day and thrreby attempt to qualify the prop- 
«tf for k tripper well status. The PEA there¬ 
in* concluded that It Is by no means clear 
tUx the Banning lease would qualify as a 
Krtpper well property under current FEA re¬ 
tirements if General Crude terminates its 
thermal in-situ combustion operations. With 
nsgoci to General Crude’* further contention 
that the Decision failed to adequately con¬ 
sider the risks associated with the accelerated 
thermal in-ailu project At the Banning Lease. 
IDs VIA held that the firm had failed to sub- 
alt any factual material which established 
tost It would In fact experience significant 
fobs* difficulties at the Banning Lease and 
noted that the agency would certainly take 
toto account any such difficulties which Gen- 
•rol Crude might experience In subsequent 
Ns\em of the matter. With respect to Gcn- 
*xl Crude's claim that O. E. Kadane It Sons, 
to*. (Kadane). the owner of 60 percent of 
J* working Interest in the Banning Lease 
tali ftufitclent financial resources to con- 
frlbut* Its portion of the capital necessary to 
WdertaXe the accelerated thermal project, 
ftA found that In view of the substantial 
•“tount or exception relief which was ap¬ 
proved In the September 21 Decision, even if 
*®dane la unable to finance Its portion of 
toe additional Investment through Its own 
jjrotireeft. it certainly would appear that the 
™ could readily obtain outside financial 
■wance which would enable It to under- 
jjks the project. The PEA therefore denied 
toe General Crude Appeal. 

Coc< * Hope /ndus tries, Inc.; Springfield, 
FEA-1049 crude oil 

i ,2? 0cl Ro P« Industries. Inc. (Oood Hope) 

** an Appeal from a Decision and Order 


which the PEA issued to the firm on Novem¬ 
ber 6 . 1076. Beacon Oil Co., tt at. 4 FEA Par. 
87.024 (November 6 . 1976). The November 6 
Decision was Issued In conjunction with the 
PEA'S review of exception relief which had 
been granted to small refiners durin g 1975 
from their obligations under 10 CFR 211.67 
(the Old OH Entitlement* Program). In 
Oood Hope’s particular case, the KEA deter¬ 
mined that the firm had obtained excessive 
entitlement benefit* as a result of the excep¬ 
tion relief which It had received and accord- 
lrifcty required the firm to purchase addi¬ 
tional entitlements during the period No¬ 
vember 1976 through April 1977. The Appeal. 
If granted, would result In the rescission or 
the provisions of the November 6 . 1976 Deci¬ 
sion and Order which imposed an entitle¬ 
ment purchase obligation upon the firm. In 
considering Good Hope's Appeal, the FEA 
first noted that Good Hope had realized the 
excessive benefits for 1975 as a direct result 
of Its sale of entitlements pursuant to the 
February 1076 Entitlements Notice. The FEA 
also pointed out It has been the consistent 
policy of the agency to prevent a firm which 
had been granted exception relief from Its 
obligation during 1976 to purchase entitle¬ 
ments to retain any benefits from its sale of 
entitlements which wore greater than the 
firm's actual entitlements expenditure in 
that year. Consequently, the PEA determined 
that Oood Hope had properly been required 
to purchase entitlements equivalent in value 
to Its net entitlement sales benefit Bine# 
Good Hope had faded to establish that the 
previous determination was erroneous In fact 
or law and the firm’s Appeal was accordingly 
denied. 

Pasco, Inc.; Denre.r , Colo.; FXA-1068; Crude 
oil 

Pasco. Inc. appealed from a Decision and 
Order which the PEA issued pn November 5. 
1976. Beacon Oil Co., et si.. 4 PEA Par. 87.034 
(November 6 , 1976). In the November 5 Deci¬ 
sion and Order, the PEA determined on the 
basis of the financial and operating data 
which Pasco submitted that the firm had 
been granted an excessive measure of excep¬ 
tion relief from its obligations under the 
Entitlements Program in 1976. The Novem¬ 
ber 6 Order accordingly required Pasco to 
purchase additional entitlements valued at 
64-687302 during the months of November 
and December 1976 In order to offset the 
excessive benefits which the firm had re¬ 
ceived. The November 5 Order further stated, 
however, that If Pasco established an In¬ 
terest-bearing escrow account In an amount 
equal to Its total entitlement purchase obli¬ 
gation. the firm would only be required to 
purchase entitlements equal Ln value to one- 
twelfth of Its total entitlement obligation 
during each month of the period November 
1976 through October 1977. Pasco did es¬ 
tablish such an account within the required 
time period. The Appeal. If granted, would 
result in certain adjustments being mode to 
Pasco’s 1975 profitability, thereby decreasing 
the amount of the excessive exception bene¬ 
fits which the PEA previously determined 
that Pasco received In 1975. and accordingly 
reducing the entitlement purchase obliga¬ 
tion Imposed on Pasco by the November 6 
Decision. In considering the Pasco Appeal, 
the PEA rejected the firm’s contention that 
ln changing from the cash to accrual method 
of accounting for entitlements expenses ln 
the analysts of exception applications, the 
PEA effectively reduced the period of the 
small refiner exemption under Special Rule 
No. 6 from the six months envisioned by 
Congress In flection 403 of the Energy Policy 
and Conservation Act to a period of only 
four months. The PEA pointed out that 
Pasco and other small refiners were exempt 
from purchase requirements which would 


have been specified in Entitlement Notices 
for the six month period December 1976 
through May 1976. The PEA concluded there¬ 
fore, that Pasco and other small refiners did 
In fact receive a benefit under Special Rule 
No. 6 for a six month period of time. The 
Pasco Appeal was therefore denied. 

DUlcp Thyssen, Cotv no Del Mar. Call/.; FXA- 
i/54 crude oil 

DiUev Thyasen appealed from a Decision 
and Order which the PEA Issued to Penned! 
Producing Company on December 23. 1976. 
Pennsoil Producing Co. 5 PEA Par. 83.012 
(December 23. 1976) In that Decision, the 
FEA granted Pennroil exception relief which 
permitted the firm to sell at upper tier ceiling 
prices 60.87 percent of the crude oU pro¬ 
duced for the benefit of the working Interest 
owner of the Perry Sand Waterflood Unit, 
North Segment, located ln Yxxo County. Mis¬ 
sissippi. The Appeal, if granted, would permit 
DiUev Thyssen. as owner of a royalty Interest 
in the Unit, to share in the exception relief 
which was granted to the working Interest 
owners. In considering the Appeal, the PEA 
noted that In several prior decisions, the FEA 
lias considered the factors which led It to 
conclude that exception relief In eases of this 
type should be extended only to the working 
Interest owner* of crude oil producing prop¬ 
erties. In US. Geological Surrey, et al.. 5 
FEA Par. 80.637 (January 26. 1977). the TEA 
held that since the royalty Interest owners 
do not provide any of the funds necessary to 
meet the operating expenses of the properties, 
they have not established that they are ex¬ 
periencing any hardship or inequity as a 
result of the exception relief granted to the 
working Interest owners. The FEA concluded 
that the precedent established In previous 
Decisions are equally applicable to the pres¬ 
ent Appeal. Accordingly, since Tbyssen failed 
to demonstrate that the Decision and Order 
issued to Pennzoil wan erroneous In fact or 
was arbitrary or capricious, hi* Appeal was 
denied. 

Rxqubsts fox Exczmoif 
Apco Oil Corp.; Oklahoma City. Okla ; FEE- 
3399 

Exxon Co., USJl.: Houston. Tex.; FEE-2417 
Southland OU Co.: Washingttm, D.C.: FEE- 

3441 

Tosco Corp.; Lot Angelas. Cali/.; FEE-2467 
Continental OU Co.: Houston, Tex.; PEE-3520 
Shell OU Co.; Houston. Tex ; FEE-3545 
ChompUn Petroleum Co,; Fort Worth. Tex . 
FEE-2590 

Standard OU Co. o/ Indiana ; Chicago. 111 .; 
FEE-2709 

Time OU Co.; Seattle. Wash.; FEE-2991 
Quaker State OU Refining Corp.; OU City, 
Pa.; FEE-2998 refined petroleum prod¬ 
ucts 

The ten firms luted above filed Applica¬ 
tions for Exception from the provision* of the 
FEA Regulations which specified the order of 
recoupment of product and nonproduct cost 
Increases during 1976 and January 1976. In 
reviewing those exception applications, the 
FEA found that certain unusual aspects of 
those submissions warranted a modification 
In the procedures to which the PEA Office of 
Exceptions and Appeals generally adhere* 
The FEA therefore determined that Initial 
proceedings would be conducted with respect 
to the Applications filed by Continental OU 
Company, Exxon Company. U8A. and 
Southland OU Company. Following the 
Issuance of a Decision and Order with respect 
to those three submissions, further pro¬ 
ceedings would be conducted with respect to 
the other exception application listed above 
as well as any other exception applications 
that may be submitted with reaped to these 
particular regulatory provisions. 

The PSA also determined that to the ex¬ 
tent material and substantial disputes exist 
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os to matters of fact In the Continental, 
Exxon, and Southland exception application*, 
direct testimony under oath which 1* sub¬ 
ject to croa* examination by other partiee and 
the PEA will be required. 

Sonfon Gas Co.; Washington. D.C.; FXB- 
3997 propane 

The Doe ton Gas Company submitted an 
Application In which It requested an exten¬ 
sion of exception relief which had been 
grouted to the firm by PEA Region I on 
March 8. 1974. and which would terminate 
on March 31. 1977. The firm averted that the 
extension was necessary In order to ensure 
that Doe ton Oaa would be able to retain and 
utilize Its current allocation of propane for 
use as an 8NO feedstock for the remainder of 
the current heating season. In considering 
the Boston Gas request, the PEA noted that 
on February 7. 1977, the PEA Office of Spe¬ 
cialty Fuels had requested additional infor¬ 
mation from Boston Gan with regard to It* 
Application for Alignment of 8NO feed¬ 
stock. Boston Oaa submitted the requested 
Information to the FRA on February 11, 1977. 
The FRA Office of Regulatory Programs In¬ 
formed the FEA Office of Exceptions and Ap¬ 
peals that additional time would be required 
to analyse this information and that a final 
determination would not be rendered on the 
Boston Oaa assignment implication until 
shortly after March 18. 1077. Consequently. 
In order to ensure that Boston O&s would 
have access to an adequate supply of SNO 
feedstock pending a determination on it* 
Application for Assignment, the FEA ex¬ 
tended the exception relief granted on Msrch 
8 . 1974 until April 21. 1077. 

The Kogle Oil Co.; Columbus, Ohio; FXR~ 
3906 motor gasoline 

On Deoember 15, 1076. the FEA issued a 
Decision and Order to The Rsgte Oil Com¬ 
pany granting the firm an exception from 
the provisions of 10 CFR 211.9. The Eagle 
Oil Co. 4 FEA Par 87 033 (December 15. 
1970). In the December 15 Decision, the FEA 
determined that Eagle was experiencing s 
serious financial hardship as a result of the 
prices which Its base period supplier, the 
Tresslcr Oil Company, was charging for motor 
gasoline. In order to cllevlate the hardship 
which Eagle was experiencing as a result or 
the high cost of the motor gasoline which 
Treseler was furnishing, the December 16 
Order directed the Regional Administrator 
of FEA Region V to assign to Eagle for the 
months of January. February and March 
1977. a supplier or suppliers whose wholesale 
price for motor gasoline was within the range 
of prices paid for that product by major 
marketers In Eagle's marketing area. The De¬ 
cember 15 Order provided that the assigned 
suppliers) would furnish Eagle with 56 per¬ 
cent of Its base period use during those 
months. Eagle requested an extension of ex¬ 
ception relief In accordance with the terms 
of that Order. In considering the exception 
request, the FEA determined that tn the 
absence of exception relief assigning Eagle 
a new supplier ol motor gasoline during 
1976. Eagle would still have attained a level 
of profitability which was considerably 
greater than the average level of profitability 
which Die firm realized in previous fiscal 
years. Since it appeared on the bnsla of the 
financial data submitted that Eagle would 
be able to maintain a profitable and viable 
business if It purchsed Its entire supply of 
motor gasoline from Treasier. the FEA de¬ 
termined that Eagle had failed to demon¬ 
strate that the application of FKA regula¬ 
tions would cause It to experience s serious 
financial hardship. Accordingly. Eagle's re¬ 
quest for an extension of the exception relief 
granted in the December 16 Decision and 
Order was denied. 


Phillips Petroleum Co.; Bartlesville. Okla.; 

FXK-32M; Motor gamline 

The Phillips Petroleum Company (Phillips) 
filed an Application for Exception from the 
provisions of 10 CFR 212.83(b) (the Equal 
Application Rule). The exception request, if 
granted, would permit Phillips to allocate 
exclusively to the prices of motor gasoline 
which the film sells In Puerto Rloo the In¬ 
creased costs which It Incurs as a result of 
a tax on Import* levied by the Common¬ 
wealth of Puerto Rloo. In considering the 
Phillips Application, the FEA noted that al¬ 
though the Puerto Rican tax was intended 
only as a local revenue measure, under the 
provisions of Section 21283(c) Phillips is 
not permitted to reflect the entire amount of 
the Puerto Rican tax in Its prices of the 
motor gasoline which it sells in Puerto 
Rico. In addition, under the FEA regulations. 
Phillips may not “bank” the unrecovered 
taxes for future recovery except to the lim¬ 
ited extent which is permitted under the 
provisions of Section 21233(h) (2) (1). The 
FEA therefore determined that the applica¬ 
tion of the provision* of Section 212.83 re¬ 
sulted in the some type of inequitable situa¬ 
tion for which exception relief waa granted 
tn Commomcealth Oil Ref. Co.. Inc.. 3 FRA 
Par. 83.625 (July 9. 1976). Accordingly, the 
FEA determined the Phillips should be per¬ 
mitted to recoup the entire amount of the 
Puerto Rican tax in the price* of the motor 
gasoline which It sella In Puerto Rloo. In Its 
exception application. Phillips also requested 
that exception relief be approved retroactive 
to August 1. 1970. The FEA noted that in 
order to sustain a request for retroactive 
exception relief a firm must present com¬ 
pelling reason* why retroactive relief is 
warranted or why It would experience a 
severe and irreparable Injury In the absence 
of such relief. After analyzing the facta 
presented in the case, the FEA held that 
Phillips failed to make the requisite show¬ 
ing that would have entitled the film to 
relief retroactive to August 1. 1976. How¬ 
ever. the FEA further noted that in previous 
Decisions the FEA has approved retroactive 
relief for the interval between the date of 
filirqc of the exception request and the date 
of Issuance of the Decision and Order to 
alleviate the adverse effeots which result 
from a significant administrative delay In 
reaching a decision ott the merits of an 
Application for Exception. Based on the prec¬ 
edent established in these cases and In 
view of the protracted period of Ume In¬ 
volved In processing Phillips* exception re¬ 
quest, the FEA determined that Phillips was 
entitled to relief retroactive to October 5, 
1976, the date on which It filed the Applica¬ 
tion for Exception. 

Requests Foe Stay 

Zenith Oil Co.. Inc.; Minneapolis, Minn; 

FRS4073 bio. 2 fuel oil 

Zenith Oil Company requested that a Re¬ 
medial Order which was issued to the firm on 
October 28. 1976 be stayed pending a final 
determination of the firm's Appeal from that 
Order. In the Remedial Order, the FEA deter¬ 
mined that Zenith had add No. 2 heating oil 
at unlawful price levels and directed the firm 
to Issue credit memoranda Vo the customers 
It overcharged. In addition. Zenith was 
directed to maintain It* current selling price 
for No. 2 heating oil to each customer until 
the previous overcharges to each customer 
have been refunded. In considering the re¬ 
quest, the FKA noted that It had previously 
approved a stay of the same Remedial Order, 
but had conditioned the relief on Zenith's 
placing the amount of the refunds Into an 
escrow account Zenith Oil Co.. Inc., 4 FEA 
Par. 85.048 (December 8. 1976) However, the 


FEA had subsequently revoked the stay Bines 
Zenith failed to establish the eeoow account 
In accordance with that Order. Zenith ofl 
Co.. Inc., 5 FEA Par. 87.005 (January 7. 19771. 
The FEA determined that in Its present im¬ 
plication. Zenith had submitted new fi¬ 
nancial data which showed that it* continued 
operations would be seriously imperiled if u 
were required to place the refunds in ui 
escrow account a* a condition of a stay, in 
view of this new material, the FEA concluded 
that the stay previously granted to Zenith 
on December 8. 1970 should be relmtated 
without requiring the firm to estabtUh an 
escrow account. 

Rkqux*ts to a Modification o« Rescission 

Boyd Ofl Co.; Contoocook. NJI,; FMR-C092 
middle distillates 

Boyd Oil Company (Boyd) filed a submis¬ 
sion which. If granted, would result In the 
modification of a previous Decision and Order 
which was bisued to the firm. Boyd Ott Com¬ 
pany. 5 FEA Par._- (March 4. 19771. The 

March 4 Decision had stayed the provisions 
of a Remedial Order Issued by FEA Region I 
on February 4, 1977. However, as an express 
condition of the stay which was approved on 
March 4. 1977, Boyd was required to establish 
an Irrevocable escrow account and desposlt 
approximately 36% of the total overcharges 
specified in the Remedial Order Into the ac¬ 
count. In Its present submission. Boyd 
claimed that as a result of a recent transfer 
of It* assets to the Agamy Petroleum Cor¬ 
poration (Agway). it lacks sufficient financial 
resources to deposit the required amount Into 
the escrow account. In considering its re¬ 
quest for modification, the FEA found that 
Boyd had failed to submit any factual ma¬ 
terial with respect to Its current financial 
position or regarding the compensation which 
It receive* from Agway aa a result of the 
transfer of Its assets. The FEA further found 
that strong public policy considerations mili¬ 
tate against approval of Boyd s present re¬ 
quest slnoe the escrow account was required 
tn order to ensure prompt and efficient res¬ 
titution of its overcharges to the customs** 
Involved. With respect to Boyd's further re¬ 
quest that the March 4 Decision be modified 
to relieve the firm of It* obligation to main¬ 
tain records sufficient to Identify the cut- 
toroers for whose protection the escrow ac¬ 
count is to be established, the FEA held that 
Boyd had made no showing that It would be 
adversely affected In any significant manner 
by compliance with the recordkeeping re¬ 
quirement* of the Remedial Order. Boyd* 
request for modification of the March ♦ Stay 
Order was therefore denied. 

Sun Co.. Inc.; Philadelphia, Pa ; FMR-0094 
petroleum products 

On March 23. 1977. Bun Company, Inc. 
(Sun) requested that the FEA modify • De¬ 
cision and Order which had been Issued W 
Am tel. Inc. on February 25. 1977. Am tel. Into 
5 FEA Par. 83.091 (February 25. 1977). A pro¬ 
vision of that Decision requires Sun to sub¬ 
mit certain pricing data to FEA Region III 
within 30 days of the date of Issuance of the 
Order. After considering Sun’s assertions that 
It and Am tel are planning to file timely Ap¬ 
peals from the Order, th* FEA modified Para¬ 
graph (4) of the February 25. 1977 Deciilon 
and Order to grant Sun an additional $0 day* 
tn which to submit the data specified. 

Tenneco Oil Co.; Washington, D C.; FMR- 
0097 gasoline 

Tenneco Oil Company filed a request for 
modification of a Decision and Order which 
was Issued to the firm on February 28. I** 7 * 
Tenneco Oil Co.. 5 FKA Par 85.038 (Febru¬ 
ary 28. 1977). In the previous Decision tm* 
FKA stayed the refund provision* of* Re¬ 
medial Order issued to Tenneco by FEA w« 
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Mon VI. but conditioned the stay upon the 
irtAblifibmcnt of an escrow account Into 
which Tenneco would place a portion of the 
g^puted funds, In 1U request for modlftca- 
Soa Tenneco rrqumted that It be permitted 
to squire a letter of credit instead of estab- 
Ufhlr^g an escrow account. In considering the 
|*qu«t the PEA observed that the amount 
which Tenneoo wu required to secure was 
approximately 87.5 million and that the di- 
OTfion of a eum of this magnitude from 
productive use should be avoided If there 
ww an alternative satisfactory means of 
guaranteeing payment. In view of Tenneoo’s 
ihovtr.fr that It poMeasea the financial capa- 
bfllty to meet the refund requirements, the 


PEA concluded that It was reasonable to per- 
mlt Tenneco to acquire a letter of credit, and 
the provisions of the February 28 Order were 
modified accordingly. 

Rjcqutst* row Exception Rxcxtvcn From 
Natcial Oas rmoewssows 

The Office of Exceptions and Appeals of 
the Federal Energy Administration issued De¬ 
cisions and Orders granting exception relief 
from the provisions of 10 CFR 212.105 to the 
natural gas processors listed below. The ex¬ 
ceptions granted permit the firms Involved 
to Increase the prices of the production of 
the gss plants Usted below to reflect certain 
non-product coat Increases: 


Amount 

fit price 

Company Cam Ns. Plant tnrrwua 

in dollar' 
pafgafiow 


|«U’*n r M.,Tnc.. 


Mr.dsr Oil CA- - 

CtatJin IVfioleura C o.. 

touts flawlia* Com.- 

Dkc^yl ‘•iiamroci Corp. 

i ^tor... 


K«U»r* Natural Owe_ 

ft*fl Oil CO..-faMJ 


fir^i rdnlton.,___ 

tpUro OH and Uao Ce... 


FXK-3WI 

FXK-SOI 

mt-m s 

FXVMBM 
F X y. M7 

FXK-acds 

FX K-S74C 
FX K-rra 

vxr.-n m 

FXK'JW* 

FX E-3710 
FX K-OTl 
FXK-37M 

FXKK7B 

FXE-87W 

KXK-fT*l 

rxR-tra 
FX K-X7&J 
FXK-JT84 

n Mp 

FX E-37W 
FXE-37R7 

FXE-rw 
PXK47W 
FXK-S7W 
FX K-OTI 
FX K-JTVi 
FXK-rva 
FXK-5TM 
FXE-J7H 
FXE-S79S 
FXE--UW 
FX E-97QS 
PXE-37W 
FXEdano 
FXE-8M0 
FXK-3741 


A liar .. 

TO. - 

nimtlnffnn Boarh.. 
Inwkeweod_ _ 

tmjh 

Tkea. __ 

Kern County 
Gulf Plates. 

WtUfiw...... 

Kiaroti 

McKee 
Altofish 
Tyrone 


No. I ami No. 2 In Mart in County. 

HsUma. __ 

Bayou Boult__ 

Blork Bayou... 


Conley_ 

F1k City_ 

Grand CT 
Malle yJjBM 
KNDU... JZZ2 
Lake Waahiixcton. 

Urotte ..| 

Mrrmentao_ _ 

Nona... 


O’Kaana_ 

Prentice _ ... 

Red FW. Bay . 

5-w Robin 
MU 


Mite._ 

Tafiahula._ 


THZ-__ 

Van._ 

Ventura.. 

Lake w asijfcegtea.. 
Chico. _ 


<LO0Ul 

.oom> 

,un 

.0121 

.m«4 

.1107 

.mbs 

.(HAS 

.OEM 

.mss 

.001 

.asai 

,047» 

a. 04544 

.oax 


- 


. 027S 
0R577 


WC14 

0R7* 

.<B0S 

.can 

.am 

.W9 

.«Mtr 

.qmki 

.0316 

errs 

.aaetr 

.OSM 

.0171 

0147 

.0tS30 

.0071 

.0176 


*fiw»!*«l 

TntrotuT Stay 

tbs following Application for Temporary 
Slay was denied on the grounds that the 
Applicant had failed to make a compelling 
■bowing that temporary stay relief was nec- 
•**y to prevent an Irreparable Injury; 

Western Co.; Fruita Colo.; F ST-9937 
Sum mast Decision 

Tlir FEA Office of Exceptions and Appeals 
Jw»d a Decluion and Order rescinding the 
«Ay Which hod been granted to the follow- 
Qnn after a finding was made that the 
{ranted was no longer necessary: 

Gr*r Oii Co ; Baltimore. Md.: FZX-9134 

OllMUMU 

Thr Ion owing submissions were dismissed 
wttowtng a statement by the applicant ludi- 
that the relief requested was no 
needed: 

*dhmor« Cat <fr Electric Co.; Baltimore . 
Afd.; FMIR~0091 

*** Comical Corp.; Houston , Tex.; FEE- 
3643 

Grirr m OQ Co ; Baltimore, Md.; FES-0089. 

WasMnjrtoit, D.O.; FTA-1213 


Copies of the full text of these Deci¬ 
sions and Orders are available in the 
Public Docket Room of the Office of Pri¬ 
vate Grievances and Redress, Room B- 
120. 2000 M Street NW.. Washington, 
D.C. 20461. Monday through Friday, be¬ 
tween the hours of 1:00 pjn. and 5:00 
p.ra.. e.d.t, except Federal holidays. 
They are also available In ‘Energy Man¬ 
agement: Federal Energy Guidelines," a 
commercially published loose leaf re¬ 
porter system. 

Dated: May 20. 1077. 

Eric J. Fygi. 

Acting General Counsel. 

| FR Doc 77-14940 Filed 5 25-77:8 :45 Am | 


ISSUANCE OF DECISIONS AND ORDERS 
BY THE OFFICE OF EXCEPTIONS ANO 
APPEALS 

Week of March 28 Through April 1, 1977 

Notice is hereby given that during the 
week of March 28 through April 1, 1977. 
the Decisions and Orders summarized 


below were issued with respect to Ap¬ 
peals and Applications for Exception or 
other relief filed with the Office of Ex¬ 
ceptions and Appeals of the Federal En¬ 
ergy Administration. The following 
summary also contains a list of submis¬ 
sions which were dismissed by the Office 
of Exceptions and Appeals and the basts 
for the dismissal. 

Appeals 

AfobiJc 041 Corp.; New York, N.Y.; FEA-1094 
Union Oil Co. of California . hoe Angrier, 

Calif; FEA-1079 
Caldo Oil Co.; FEA-1094 
Ramco Oil Co.; FEA-1096 
Rinehart Oil Co ; FEA-108? 

Major Oil Co.: FEA-1089 

Miter Oil Co.. Olympia Oil Co.; San Francisco. 

Calif.; FKA-10B9. FEA 1090 
Shell Oil Co.; Houston. Tex.; FEA-U92 
Red Triangle Oil Co.; San Francisco. Calif: 

FEA-1199; Motor Gasoline 

On November 5. 1976. tha Office of Regu¬ 
latory Programs of the Federal Energy Ad¬ 
ministration approved on Application which 
tho Gulf Oil Corporation had filed pursuant 
to the provisions of SO CFR. 211.14(d) of the 
FEA Regulation*!. Under the terms of the 
November 5 Order. Oulf was permuted to 
withdraw from aU marketing and distribu¬ 
tion activities in the north was tern portion of 
the United States, including Washington. 
Oregon, Northern Nevada and Nortliem Cali¬ 
fornia. The November & Order, as amended by 
a Supplemental Decision and Order leaued to 
Oulf on December 30. 1976, reduced Gulf's 
total motor gasoline supply obligation In the 
affected area from an average of 18.546 bar¬ 
rels per day. Ten firms submitted Appeals of 
tho November 5 Order to the FEA Office of 
Exceptions and Appeals. In c on sid er ing two 
of those Appeals filed by the Mobile Oil Cor¬ 
poration and the Union Oil Company of Cali¬ 
fornia. the FEA found that since neither firm 
had received any Assignment Orders as a re¬ 
sult of the November 5 Order, those two 
firms were not aggrieved by that Order They 
therefore lacked the requisite standing to file 
an Appeal of the November 5 Order, and their 
Appeals were dismissed. 

The FEA found that the eight other ap¬ 
pellants had sufficient standing to challenge 
the November 5 Order. In their submissions, 
these appellants contended that in the No¬ 
vember 5 Order the FRA Office of Regulatory 
Programs failed to adequately consider the 
adverse impact which Gulf’s withdrawal from 
the market areas In the northwestern United 
State* would have on competition In those 
areas and on distributors and marketers of 
petroleum products which had previously re¬ 
ceived motor gasoline from Gulf. ITie FEA 
concluded that there was substantial merit 
to the firms’ position. The FEA observed 
that the Emergency Petroleum Allocation 
Act of 1973. as amended, directs the agency 
to restore and foster competition In the dis¬ 
tribution and mark sung sectors of the pe¬ 
troleum industry and to preserve the com¬ 
petitive viability of independent marketers 
of petroleum products. The FEA found that 
the course of action for which Oulf sought 
FBA approval would certainly have had an 
Immediate and direct impact on the class 
of independent marketers In the northwest¬ 
ern United States and on competition in the 
petroleum Industry in that section of the 
country. Under these circumstances, the FEA 
determined that It was incumbent upon the 
FEA Office of Regulatory Programs to make 
particular findings of fact which are sup¬ 
ported by the record in the proceeding as 
to the impact of the requested approval on 
the economic viability of the Independent, 
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marketing segment of the petroleum lndua- 
try and on competition In that region. The 
PEA therefore remanded the November 5 Or¬ 
der to the PEA Office of Regulatory Pro¬ 
grams for further findings of fact with respect 
to these issue*. 

Patton. Boggs dr Blow, Washington. D.C .; 

PEA-1219: Freedom of Information 

Patton. Rogga Sc Blow (Patton) appealed 
from a partial denial by the PEA informa¬ 
tion Access Officer of a Request for Infor¬ 
mation which the firm had submitted under 
the Freedom of Information Act (the Act) In 
1U request, Patton sought information which 
the PEA obtained In order to administer the 
enci^y consumption reporting program for 
the paper Industry. The program Itself was 
established under Part D of Title HI of the 
Energy Policy and Conservation Act. In the 
Order which he Issued, the PEA Information 
Access Officer released certain Information 
to Patton and withheld other material on 
the grounds that It was exempt from man¬ 
datory public disclosure under Exemption 4 
of the Act. In analysing the Patton Appeal, 
the PEA determined that the total energy 
consumption figures which the firms re¬ 
ported for 1075 and the percentage of that 
consumption which constituted electricity 
usage were not confidential information as 
that term is used In Exemption 4 of the 
Act Accordingly, the PEA directed that three 
figures and a report which the PEA produced 
which utilised these figures as a basis for 
determining the 5ft largest energy consuming 
corporations in the paper industry during 
1975 should be released to Patton The PEA 
also determined that It was erroneous to 
withhold certain material from Patton which 
illustrates the allocation of energy consump¬ 
tion of a jointly-owned firm to Its parent cor¬ 
porations. Since the remainder of the memo¬ 
randum which contained this Illustration had 
already been released to Patton by the In¬ 
formation Access Officer no purpose would 
be served by withholding the example and 
the PEA directed that It be released to Pat¬ 
ton pursuant to 10 CPR 203.1. The PEA alao 
found that certain detailed Information re¬ 
garding energy usage which several firms 
voluntarily submitted with their Energy Us¬ 
age Reports was properly withheld from Pat¬ 
ton since release of that Information could 
cause substantial competitive harm to the 
reporting firms. The Patton Appeal was there¬ 
fore granted In part. 

Peters Fuel Carp.; Oakland. M d.; PEA-1005; 

FEE-3369; Diesel Fuel. Kerosene, No. 2 

Fuel Oil 

Peters Fuel Corporation (Peters) filed an 
Appeal from a Remedial Order which PEA 
Region III had Issued to the firm on October 
6. 1970. In the Remedial Order the PEA 
Regional Office found that during the period 
November 1. 1978, through August 28. 1975, 
Peters had charged its customers prices for 
No. 2 fuel oil. diesel fuel, and kerosene which 
were in excess of the maximum permissible 
price levels for those products specified In 10 
CPR 212 93. Peters also filed an Application 
for Exception In which It requested that it be 
relieved of any obligation to refund the over¬ 
charges which U received for those products 
during that period. In considering Peters* 
request for retroactive exception relief, the 
PEA noted that even before the Issue of the 
propriety of that type of exception relief is 
addressed, an applicant must initially dem¬ 
onstrate that it would have been entitled to 
prospective exception relief if it had filed an 
application on a timely basis. The PEA deter¬ 
mined that Peters had failed to make this 
Initial demonstration Mace the financial 
data which the firm submitted did not estab¬ 
lish that the firm's overall operations would 


have been adversely affected in a significant 
manner during the 1973-75 period If It had 
computed Its prices In accordance with the 
applicable PEA price regulations. Based on 
the same data, the PEA also determined that 
Peters would not incur a serious hardship if 
It were required to refund the overcharge* 
specified in the Remedial Order. Conse¬ 
quently. the Peters request for retroactive 
exception relief was denied. With respect to 
the Peters Appeal of the Remedial Order, the 
PEA noted that the contentions which the 
firm advanced merely reiterated the argu¬ 
ments that it presented In support of It* 
request for exception relief. Since Peters did 
not ootitend that the Remedial Order was 
cither erroneous In fact or law or that It was 
arbitrary or capricious, the PEA concluded 
that the firm had fatted to establish any 
basis upon which its Appeal could be 
granted. 

Quincy Oil, Inc.; Quincy. Maes.: FEA-1031; 

No. 6 Fuel Oil 

Quincy Oil. Inc., appealed from a Remedial 
Order which the Federal Energy Administra¬ 
tion Region I issued to the firm on November 
2. 1976. In the Remedial Order the PEA 
found that during the period November t, 
1973 through September 30, 1975. Quincy 
sold No. 6 fuel oil to the Taunton Municipal 
Lighting Plan (Taunton) at prices which 
exceeded the maximum permissible price lev¬ 
els specified In 6 CPR 150.359 and 10 CPR 
212.93. The Remedial Order also found that 
these overcharges resulted because Quincy 
had Improperly established Its May 15. 1973 
selling price to Taunton by reference to a 
contract which Quincy and Taunton entered 
into on April 23. 1973. rather than on the 
basis of the price at which Quincy actually 
delivered fuel oil to Taunton on May 16. 1973. 
In considering the Quincy Appeal, the PEA 
observed that under Ruling 1975 5 a “trans¬ 
action*' occurs. In the case of a written vari¬ 
able-price contract at the time the price to 
fixed with respect to a particular delivery of 
a covered product. Since Quincy's April 1973 
contract with Taunton was a variable-price 
contract under which deliveries did not be¬ 
gin until August 1973. the PEA concluded 
that the Remedial Order was correct In de¬ 
termining that the April 1973 contract was 
not a transaction for purposes of calculating 
Quincy's May 15. 1973. prices The PEA fur¬ 
ther determined that on May 15. 1973. Quincy 
deUvercd fuel oil to Taunton under the 
terms of a variable-price contract which the 
parties had entered Into in April 1972 The 
FEA therefore concluded that the Remedial 
Order was correct In finding that Quincy's 
deliveries to Taunton on May 15. 1973, pur¬ 
suant to the April 1973 contract constituted 
a transaction on that date and that Quincy 
was therefore required to use the price* fixed 
for those deliveries In determining its maxi¬ 
mum allowable selling price*. In rejecting 
Quincy's contention that the FEA lacks stat¬ 
utory authority to direct a firm to pay inter¬ 
est on refunds which a Remedial Order re¬ 
quires it to make, the PEA observed that It 
had thoroughly considered a similar argu¬ 
ment In Koch Industries. Inc.. 2 FEA Par. 
80.580 (May 2, 1975). and that the reasoning 
used in that case applies to Quincy as well 
Finally, the FEA rejected Quincy's assertion 
that the position taken by the agency with 
respect to calculation of the firm's May 15. 
1973, selling prices has a confiscatory effect 
upon Quincy. The PEA noted that It had 
previously considered similar content Ions 
raised by Quincy in an Application for Ex¬ 
ception and that the firm had presented no 
new evidence which would contradict the 
findings made In the exception proceeding. 
The Quincy Appeal was therefore denied. 


Tenncco OH Co.; Washington. DC FEA- 
1018; Motor Gasoline 

The Tenneco Oil Company appealed from i 
Decision and Order in which the FEA denied 
an Application for Exception from the price 
regulations for refiner* which Tenncco had 
previously filed. Tcnneco CHI Co.. 4 FEA Par 
83,117 (October l. 1976). The Appeal. U 
granted, would have resulted in the kwuaoot 
of an Order permitting Tenneco to inert**, 
on a prospective and retroactive basis, iu 
selling price* for motor gaaollne above tiu 
maximum allowable levels specified iu tin 
under PEA Regulations. In the October i De- 
ctolon. the FEA denied Tenneco'* request 
that It be permitted to adjust the cont and 
quantity of gasoline which It purchased m 
May 1973 for purposes of determining its 
maximum allowable selling price* In arm. 
ing at that Decision, the PEA found that tba 
substantial profit which Tenneco realize* oo 
its sales of gasoline produced in its refinery 
more than offset* any loss which Tenncro 
may sustain on Its sale* of purctut-«d pw* 
line. The PEA therefore found that, contrary 
to a contention advanced by Tenncco. ih< 
firm was not entitled to exception relief on 
the basts of the gross Inequity atAndard* 
used in a prior decision Issued in AVrr. 
McGee Carp.. 2 PEA Par 80.533 (February 
1. 1975). In considering Tdomco'i Appeal of 
the October 1 Decision, the FEA observed 
that the firm had presented no new evidence 
which would lead to the conclusion that 
these findings were Incorrect. The PEA noted 
that Tcnneco. unlike Triangle Refineries. 
Inc., the Kerr-McGee subsidiary, was not in¬ 
curring a loss on It* overall sale* of gasoline, 
and since Tcnneco had failed to demonstrate I 
that Its May 1973 margin on It* overall sales I 
of gasoline was distorted, the firm hod not 
satisfied the standards which were applied I 
in the Kerr-McGee Decision. In response to 
Tenneco'* contention that the PEA erred tn^ 
considering the firm’s gasoline sales opera¬ 
tions as a whole rather than solely Its activi¬ 
ties involving the resale of purchased pn-o 
line. the PEA observed that the method 
which hod been used in the prior analyst 
was correct because Tenneco* purchased 
gasoline operations were not distinguishable 
and Independent from the other pari* of the 
firm. The PEA also determined that Teo- 
neco's claim that It had relied on an inter¬ 
pretation which It allegedly received from a 
Coat of Living Council official was lnsulB- 
clenUy substantiated and did not constitute 
a proper basis for the approval of retroactive 
exception relief. In this regard the FEA re¬ 
affirmed 1U earlier finding that Tenneco did 
not receivo approval of a specific plsn for 
adjusting Its May 1973 cost figures, and the 
firm was therefore clearly not justified in 
actually implementing the plan which It 
has used. Accordingly the PEA denied the 
Tenneco Appeal 

RXQUesra row Exckption 

Champlin Petroleum Co.; Fort Worth Tn 
FEE-3574; Crude Oil 

Champlin Petroleum Company filed sn Ap¬ 
plication for Exception from the provision* 
of 10 CFR Part 212, Subpart D. which, if 
granted, would permit the firm to charge 
upper tier celling prices for the crude oil 
which it produces from Fault Blocks IT, in. 
and IV of the Wilmington Field, located ID 
Long Beach. California. In IU exception ap¬ 
plication. Champlin stated that it ha* h** 0 
ordered to install pollution oontrol device* 
on IU Wilmington Field project at a cost 
of $2,569,100. Champlin claimed that the re¬ 
quirement that it expend this sum while be¬ 
ing able to charge only lower tier celling 
prices for the crude oil which It produce* 
constitute* a gross Inequity to the firm and 
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camsc* U (o assume an unfair distribution of 
burdens. In considering Champlin's excep¬ 
tion request, the FEA found that the fi¬ 
nancial and produclon projections which the 
non submitted for the Wilmington Field 
project demonstrated that even in the ab¬ 
sence of exception relief the project would 
generate a rate of return far in excess of 
IS percent during the first three years after 
(retaliation of the required pollution con¬ 
trol device* The FEA therefore concluded 
that Champlin has an ample economic In¬ 
centive to make the required investment 
without the approval of exception relief. 
The FEA also determined that Champlin 
failed to establish that the environmental 
problems which It faces at 1U Wilmington 
Field operations are unique among crude oil 
producers and accordingly Its contention 
that it la incurring an unrair distribution 
of burdens has no merit. The firm's request 
for exception relief was therefore denied. 

Commonwealth of Virginia; Richmond. Vs.; 

FPl-0109; Ho. I Fuel Oil 

The Commonwealth of Virginia filed an 
Application for Exception from the pro¬ 
visions of 10 CFR 213.35(c) which, if granted, 
would permit the Commonwealth to receive 
refunds of license fees paid on 180.000 barrels 
of No. 2 fuel oil which it imported into the 
United States during the current allocation 
period. The FEA noted that an applicant 
seeking a refund of license fees already paid 
must generally demonstrate that It will Incur 
s severe and irreparable Injury before ex¬ 
ception relief Is approved. However, the FEA 
concluded that It would be unreasonable to 
apply this criterion in cases involving a 
supply emergency where an applicant files 
Its Application as expeditiously as possible. 
Accordingly, the criteria which are utilized 
to evaluate requests for prospective exception 
relief were applied In this proceeding. In 
analyzing the Commonwealth Application, 
the FEA found thAt the supply of No. 2 fuel 
oU within Virginia was exceedingly low and 
that the Commonwealth had taken extraor¬ 
dinary measures to assure that adequate 
supplies of No 2 fuel oil were available In 
Virginia for residential use and other priority 
needs The FEA also found that the No. 2 
fuel oil which the Commonwealth has im¬ 
ported will have a minimal effect on domestic 
supplies and markets of No. 2 fuel oil, and 
that the Commonwealth plans to pass 
through to Its customers any benefits which 
U may derive from the requested exception 
relief. On the basts of these findings, the FEA 
concluded that exception relief should be 
approved which will enable the Common¬ 
wealth to recover the fees which It paid. Its 
Application for Exception was therefore 
granted. 

Dixie Gof, Inc , A lark*, MUs FEE-3669: 

Propane 

Dixie Oas, Inc. (Dixie) filed an A|jpllc atlon 
ft/ Exception from the provisions of 10 CFR 
51283. Its Application, If granted, would have 
relieved the firm of any obligation to refund 
revenues which It realised as a result of 
charging prices for propane during the period 
September I. 1078, through March 31, 1874. 
which wore in excess of the firm's maximum 
allowable selling prices. In its Application. 
Dixie acknowledged that it had overcharged 
*ts cuAtomers but contended that retroactive 
exception relief was appropriate because the 
Arm had misconstrued Its obligations under 
the applicable FEA regulations and would 
experience a serious financial hardship if It 
required to refund the overcharges. In 
considering the Dixie exception request, the 
noted that firms such as Dixie have an 
affirmative obligation to be cognizant of the 
******* application of FEA regulations to 


their bunities* operations, and that Dixie's 
failure to meet this obligation Is not a proper 
basis for granting the exception relief which 
the firm requested. After reviewing the firm's 
financial statements for Its most recently 
completed fiscal year, the FEA further deter¬ 
mined that Dixie had failed to make a show¬ 
ing that It would experience an irreparable 
financial Injury In the absence of retroactive 
exoeption relief. The FEA therefore deter¬ 
mined that Dixie had failed to establish 
compelling reasons which would warrant the 
approval of a retroactive exception The Dixie 
request was accordingly denied 

Faxon Oil CoOklahoma City. Okla FKE- 
3994: Crude OU 

Eason Oil Company (Boson) filed an Ap¬ 
plication for Exception from the provisions of 
10 CFR Part 212. Subpart D. which. If 
granted, would permit the firm to sell ail of 
the crude oil produced from the Weiner 
Property. Madison County. Mississippi, at 
upper tier celling prices. In considering the 
exoeption request, the FEA found that the 
oost of producing crude oil from the Weiner 
Property had increased since 1073 to a level 
where those costa now exceed the revenues 
which the firm may realize from the sale of 
the crude oil at lower tier ceiling price levels. 
The FEA concluded that under these circum¬ 
stances Eason does not have an economic in¬ 
centive to continue to produce crude oil from 
the Weiner Property. The FEA also found 
that It was highly unlikely that the crude 
oil from the reservoir underlying the lease 
would be recovered by any other firm in the 
absence of exception relief. On the basis of 
previous precedents involving similar factual 
situations, the FEA concluded that the appli¬ 
cation of the lower tier ceiling price rule 
under these circumstances resulted in a gross 
inequity to Eason. Accordingly, on the basis 
of the operating data which the firm submit¬ 
ted for Its most recently completed Uveal pe¬ 
riod Eason was granted exception relief which 
permit the firm to sell at upper tier celling 
prices 50.01 percent of the crude oil pro¬ 
duced and sold from the Weiner Property for 
the benefit of the working Interest owners 

Estate of George Parker: Lafayette, La , Iff 
3925 ; Crude OU 

The Estate of Oeorge Parker (Parker) filed 
an Application for Exception from the pro¬ 
visions of 10 CFR Part 212, Subpart D. which, 
if granted, would permit Parker to sell the 
crude oil produced from the Morgan Planta¬ 
tion No. 1 well located in Jefferson Davis 
Parish. Louisiana, at upper tier ceiling prices 
In considering the exoeption application, the 
PEA determined that the oost* of producing 
crude oU from the Morgan well have In- 
crewoed significantly since 1873. and that the 
firm's current production costs per barrel 
substantially exceed the lower tier ceiling 
price which Parker Is permitted to charge 
for the crude oil. Consequently, the FEA 
found that Parker does not have an economic 
Incentive to continue to operate the Morgan 
well. The FEA also determined that If Parker 
censed production of crude oil from the prop¬ 
erty, a significant quantity of otherwise re¬ 
coverable domestic crude oil would not be 
produced. On the basis of a number of prev¬ 
ious precedents involving similar factual sit¬ 
uations, the FEA granted exception relief to 
Parker which permits the firm to sell at upper 
tier celling prices 20.28 percent of the crude 
oU produced and sold from the Morgan well 
for the benefit of the working Interest 
owners. 

Mar-Low CorpLafayette, La ; FXF-3SH 
crude oil 

Mar-Low Corporation filed an Applic ation 
for Exception from the provisions of JO CFR, 


Pan 212, Subpart D. The exception request. 
If granted, would result in an extension of 
the exception relief previously granted to 
Mar-Low and would permit the firm to tell 
the crude oil which it produces from the 
West Tcpotate Field (the Field; at exempt 
prices. In the prior exception Decision. Mur- 
Low had been permitted to sell at upper tier 
celling prices all of the crude oil which it 
produced from the Field for the benefit of 
the working Interest. Mar-Low Corp.. 4 FEA 
Par 83,048 (August 17. 1976) In considering 
the exception request, the FEA found that 
the firm continued to incur Increased oper¬ 
ating cost* at the Field and that In the ab¬ 
sence of continued exception relief, the 
working interest would lack an economic 
Incentive to continue to produce crude oil 
from the Field. The FEA also found that an 
extension of the prior exception relief, which 
would permit the sale of ail of the crude oil 
produced from the Field at upper Her celling 
prices, would still be insufficient to warrant 
Mar-Low‘s continued operation of the Field. 
In view of this situation and on the basis of 
the operating coats for the Field for the pre¬ 
vious six months, the FKA concluded that 
Mar-Low should be permitted to veil at ex¬ 
empt prices 6236 percent of the crude oil 
produced and Bold from the Field tor the 
working Interest and that the remainder of 
the crude oil produced from the Field for the 
working interest should be sold at upper tier 
ceiling prices. 

Affxortf Run OU Co ; Bradford, Pa FEE- 
3444 crude oil 

Mlnard Run Oil Company (Mlnord Run; 
filed an Application for Exception from the 
provision* of 10 CFR. Part 212. Subpart D. 
which, if granted, would permit it to sell at 
prices in excess of the upper tier ceiling price 
tiie crude oil which It projects It will pro¬ 
duce from 10 wells lo be drilled on the Mln¬ 
ard Run Venture Property. In considering 
the Mlnard Run submission, the FEA found 
that a substantia) Investment is necessary to 
drill the 10 wells and Install the equipment 
necessary to Initiate production from the 
property. The FEA further determined that 
the crude oil production estimates provided 
by the firm indicate that the investment 
would be uneconomic If the crude oil which 
will be produced from the property prior to 
Its qualification as a slipper well property 
were sold at upper tier celling prices More¬ 
over, the FEA found that 30,000 barrels of 
crude oil which are otherwise unrecoverable 
could be extracted If the ten wells are drilled. 
On the basis of these findings, the FEA con¬ 
cluded that exception relief should be grant¬ 
ed to Mlnard Run which would provide It 
with a sufficient economic incentive to un¬ 
dertake the capital Investment required to 
develop the Mlnard Run Venture property 
Based on an analysis of the financial and 
operating data that the firm submitted, the 
FEA concluded that If Mlnard Run were per¬ 
mitted to sell 14.130 barrels of crude oil at 
a price not to exceed 813412 per barrel for the 
first twelve months of production from the 
property this objective would be achieved 

W A. Moncrief . et a! Houston. Tex FFE- 
3504 crude oil 

W. A Moncrief et al. filed an Application 
for Exception from the provisions of 10 CFR. 
Part 212. Subpart D, which. If granted would 
permit Moncrief to sell crude oil produced 
from the Aneth Field underlying the McElmo 
Creek Unit at upper tier celling prices In 
considering Moncrlefa exception request, the 
FEA found that crude oil will be recovered 
from the field regardless of whether Mon¬ 
crief continues his ownership Interest in the 
Unit and that consequently Moncrief la not 
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entitled to relief on the heals of the criteria 
applied in previous cases. The PGA also ob¬ 
served that the difficulties which Moncrlef 
allege* he la experiencing were caused 
primarily by events which occurred prior to 
the inception of the PEA regulatory program 
and that, contrary to Moncriers claim, the 
substantial royalty payments which he must 
make reflect the considerably reduced risk 
factor associated with investing in the Unit 
at the time Moncrier decided to participate. 
The PEA therefore concluded that Moncrlef 
had failed to demonstrate that the applica¬ 
tion of the Mandatory Petroleum Price 
Regulation* to his interest tn the Unit con¬ 
stitutes the principal cause of any financial 
difficulties which he may be experiencing. 
Accordingly. Mon criers exception request 
was denied. 

Moran Pipe and Supply Co .. Seminole. Okla.; 

FEE-3127 erode od 

Moran Pipe and Supply Company filed an 
Application for Exception from the provi¬ 
sions of 10 CPR. Part 11*. Subpart D. which. 
If granted, would permit Moran to sell the 
crude oil produced from the Conor Lease at 
upper tier celling prices. In considering the 
Application, the PEA found that the net 
operating income which the firm derived 
from the Cocar lease during 1970 represented 
a return of more than 90 percent on the 
leases' operating revenues and was equiv¬ 
alent to a return of more than 19 percent 
on the net salvage value of the well equip¬ 
ment on the Cocar lease. The FEA further 
found that the firm had made no showing 
that If It liquidated the wen equipment It 
could realise a greater rate of return on 
the proceeds than that which It oould obtain 
by continuing to operate the Cocar lease. 
The FEA therefore determined that there 
was no economic incentive for Moran to 
abandon its production activities on the 
Cozar Lease, and Us exception request wss 
denied. 

reunion Producing Co.; Washington D.C.; 

FXE1SM crude oil 

The PennzoU Producing Company (Pcun¬ 
coil) filed an Application for Exception from 
the provisions of 10 CFR. Part 212. Subpart 
D. The request. If granted, would result in an 
extend on of the exception fuller previously 
granted to the firm and would thereby per¬ 
mit Penn zoll to continue to sen a portion of 
the crude oil produced from the Perry Sand 
Waterflood Unit. North Segment (the Untt) 
at upper tier ceiling prices. Pennzoll Produc¬ 
ing Co. 6 FEA Par. 83.012 (December 23. 
1970) In considering the Pennzoll request, 
the FEA determined that the Unit waa con¬ 
tinuing to experience Increased operating 
coats and that the working interest owners 
consequently larked an Incentive to main¬ 
tain the production and sale of crude oil 
from the property If they were permitted to 
charge only the lower tier ceiling price. In 
view of this determination and on the basis 
of the operating data which the firm sub¬ 
mitted for its most recently completed fiscal 
period, the FEA concluded that the excep¬ 
tion relief previously granted should be ex¬ 
tended for an additional six month period 
and that PennzoU should be permitted to 
■ell at upper tier celling prices 70.01 percent 
of the crude oil produced from the Unit for 
the benefit of the working interest owners. 

Kickrlson OH and Gas Co.; Tulsa. Okla.; 

FEE-IS27 crude oil 

Rickelson Oil and Gas Company (Rlckcl- 
son) filed an Applica tion for Exception from 
the provisions of 10 CFR, Part 212. Subpart 
P. which, if (ranted, would permit It to sell 
at exempt price levels the crude on which 
is produced for the benefit of the working 
interest owners of the Van busk irk Lease 


(the Lease). In considering the exception 
application, the FEA found that Hie kelson 
ceaaed crude oil production operations at 
the Lease when the firm determined that the 
Lease could not properly be classified as a 
stripper well property. At the time the Lease 
was shut-down, the operating expenses as¬ 
sociated with the production of a barrel of 
crude oil from the property exceeded the 
revenues which could be derived at appli¬ 
cable lower tier ceding price levels. Accord¬ 
ingly. the FEA found that RlckcUon has no 
economic Incentive to resume crude oil pro¬ 
duction from the Lease. The FEA further 
found that If the Lease were permanently 
abandoned a subtantlal quantity of domestic 
crudo oil would not he recovered. On the 
basis of the criteria applied In similar cases, 
the FEA concluded that exception relief 
should be granted and that Rlckelson should 
be permitted to sell all of the crude oil 
produced from the Vanbusklfk Lease for the 
benefit of the working Interest owners at 
upper tier celling prices. 

TOSCO Carp ; Los Angeles. Calif ^ FEE 2694 
motor pan aline 

The TOSCO Corporation (TOSCO) filed an 
Application for Exception from the provi¬ 
sions of 10 CFR 212 83. The TOSCO submis¬ 
sion. if granted, would result In the issu¬ 
ance of an Order by the FEA confirming that 
TOSCO had correctly computed the May 15, 
1973 selling prices whtch It utilized In de¬ 
termining the maximum allowable prices 
for motor gasoline to its wholesale rack and 
reseller classes of purchaser. In the alterna¬ 
tive. TOSCO requested that It be granted an 
exception which would relieve It of any ob¬ 
ligation to refund overcharges resulting from 
IU use of Incorrectly calculated May 15. 1973 
selling prices. Under the terms or the relief 
whtch it requested. TOSCO would be per¬ 
mitted to continue to utilize those prices 
in determining Its maximum allowable prices 
for covered products. In Its submission. 
TOSCO Indicated that prior to May 1ft, 1973, 
Its subsidiary, the Toscopetro Corporation, 
bad entered Into a written variable price 
contract to sell gasoline to one of Its whole¬ 
sale rack purchasers, and had also entered 
Into an oral agreement which provided for 
the sale of gasoline to a particular reseller 
at a price that was two cents per gallon 
below the California dealer tankwagon price. 
Both the written contract and the oral 
agreement applied to deliveries beginning on 
specified dates after May 15. 1979. In its 
exception application TOSCO contended 
that the variable price contract and the 
oral agreement constitute the "transactions** 
which establish Its May 1ft, 197S prices to Its 
wholesale rack and reveller classes of pur¬ 
chaser. notwithstanding the fact that de¬ 
liveries did not occur under those contract* 
until after May 16. 1973. 

In considering that contention, the FEA 
observed that under Ruling 1977-ft the 
time when a price Is set for a particular 
delivery pursuant to a variable price con¬ 
tract Is the date when a “transaction * oc¬ 
curs. The FEA found that since TOSCO did 
not make any deliveries pursuant to Its 
variable price contract until after May 15. 
1973. it may not Include transactions under 
that contract In calculating tta May IS. 1973 
prices. The FEA also found that since TOS¬ 
CO did not make any deliveries under the 
oral agreement until after May 1ft. 1979. the 
prices charged pursuant to that oral agree¬ 
ment may not be Included In the determina¬ 
tion of TOSCO"* weighted average May 1ft. 
1973 price to It* reseller class of purchaser. 
Thus, the FEA declined to affirm that the 
price* which TOSCO utilized as Its May IS* 
1973 prices for purposes of the refiner’s 
price rule had been correctly calculated 


In it* exception application. TOSCO also 
contended that its decision to acquire a re¬ 
finery which had previously been owned by 
the Phillips Petroleum Company (the Avon 
refinery) was based on Its reasonable belief 
that Its May 15. 1973 prices had been calcu¬ 
lated In accordance with tbe FEA Rcgula- 
turns TOSCO claimed that Us conviction 
that It had correctly calculated those prim 
was a result of its reliance on an opinion 
given by the Regional Counsel of the m 
Region IV. TOSCO asserted that the opinion 
had the foroe of an “interpretation” as tbai 
term is defined In the FEA Procedural Regu¬ 
lation*. The FEA round that the Regional 
Counsel's opinion did not appear to support 
TOSCO'* construction of the term “trans¬ 
action". However, the PEA also determtnrd 
that the opinion, which merely provided in¬ 
ternal guidance to FEA employees and did 
not include the notion to aggrieved parties 
of their right to appeal as required >y the 
FEA Procedural Regulations, did not con¬ 
stitute an Interpret ton iwued pursuant to 
10 CFR. Part 205. Subpart F. 

Although the FEA concluded that TOSCO 
had failed to demonstrate that It could res- 
sonably have construed the opinion m an 
interpretation, the FEA also found that the 
firm’s submission indicated that It might 
not have proceeded with Its acquisition of 
the Avon refiner)* tf it had known that the 
FEA might challenge the calculation of the 
firm** May 16. 1973 prloe*. In this regard, 
the FEA pointed out that, generally, cron If 
a firm acted in reliance on erroneous advice 
given by FEA officials, exception relief would 
not be warranted unless tbe firm oould show 
that the actions which it had taken in reli¬ 
ance upon that advice hod a serious advent* 
effect on the firm. While the financial data 
furnished by TOSCO generally Indicated that 
the firm may experience some adverse effect* 
upon it* profitability during 1970 aa a re¬ 
sult of It* acquisition of the Avon refinery, 
the FEA determined that TOSCO failed to 
demonstrate that It would continue to ex¬ 
perience those adverse effect* In future pe¬ 
riods or that the acquisition of the Avon 
refinery would be detrimental to the T0& 
CO’S long-term overall operation* Based on 
an analysis of TOSCO** financial data the 
FEA also concluded that T08CO had failed 
to establish that tt would experience a trri- 
otis hardship or gross Inequity If ft were 
prospectively required to reduce It* price* 
for gasoline. The FEA t acknowledged how¬ 
ever that these findings were bawd largely 
on projected data and Indicated that tt 
would reconsider tt* denial of exception re¬ 
lief If TOSCO file* another application for 
exception containing new financial data 

Triad Oil and Gas Co .. Inc.; Jackson . ftfos ; 

FEE-1679; crude oil 

Triad Oil and a as Co., Inc filed an AppH- 
cation for Exception from the pro via ions of 
10 CFR. Part 212. 8ubport D. The request » 
granted, would permit Triad to sell the crude 
oil produced from the W. J. Ainsworth No. 1 
well at upper Her celling price*. In ooiw'd- 
erlng the exception application, the FEA 
found that Triad’s production casts per bar¬ 
rel exceeded the prloe* which It l* permitted 
to charge for the crude oil which It sell* and, 
consequently, that Triad does not have an 
economic incentive to continue to operate 
the Ainsworth well. The FEA further found 
that if Triad abandoned the Ainsworth well 
a substantial quantity of domestic crude wi 
would not be recovered. On the basis of trie 
criteria which applied In previous 
esses, the FEA concluded that 
relief should be granted and that Triad 
should he permitted to sell at upper tier cell¬ 
ing prices 100 percent of the crude all pro¬ 
duced from the Ainsworth well for the benefit 
of the working Interest owners. 
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Turn-Tech OU Co.; Gorta County, Tts.; 

FER-3225; natural gas liquid products 

Twin-Tech Oft! Company (Twin-Tech) 
tied an Applicati on f or Exception from the 
provision* of 10 CPR, Part 212, 8ubpart K 
Tlie eitt-pUon request, If granted, would per- 
silt Twin-Tech to Increase the prices which 
It charges for natural gas liquids and natural 
ns liquid products (NOL‘s) produced at its 
plant atx>re the maximum permissible price 
level: *peclA*d In Subpart K. After adjust¬ 
ing the non-product costs which Twin-Tech 
incurred in the base period by excluding cer¬ 
tain non-recurring costs, the PEA found 
that Twin-Tech** actual non-product costs 
had increased aubstantlally subsequent to 
the base period. In accordance with the 
precedent established In Superior Oil CO„ 2 
FEA Par. 83.271 (August 29. 1978). the PEA 
therefor* granted exception relief which per¬ 
mitted the him to increase Its selling prices 
to reflect a specified amount of Increased 
son-product c<wt* In Its submission. Twin- 
Tech also requested that It be permitted to 
ttfuiure the increased cost of the natural 
fan shrinkage which It may reflect in Its 
•tiling prices by calculating a value for Its 
satural gas shrinkage based on the contract 
prtcr* for residual natural gas established 
by another firm in the vicinity. In consider¬ 
ing Twin-Tech’s request, the PEA observed 
that under FEA Ruling 1975-7. the "cost of 
natural gsa shrinkage** of a gas processor 
mean* the reduction In its sale* revenues for 
natural gas which it could otherwise have 
received pursuant to a contract under which 
the gas would be sold. The PEA pointed out 
that, flnce Twin-Tech does not sell natural 
gaa it does not actually Incur any reduction 
in Rales revenues as a result of extracting the 
liquid* Additionally. In view of the excep¬ 
tion relief which was being granted to permit 
Twin-Tech to pass through Its Increased 
non-product costs, the FEA found that the 
Arm's contention that It had no economic 
Incentive to continue to operate Us plant was 
no longer valid. On the basis of these con- 
ildcraUons. the PEA concluded that Twin- 
Tech's request for exception relief with re¬ 
aped to shrinkage costs should be denied 
Plnall). Twin-Tech requested that It be per¬ 
muted to calculate its maximum permissible 
•filing prices for NGL by reference to prices 
which were specified in a oontract which It 
entered Into in June 1973. instead of by 
reference to the imputed or adjusted prices 
m specified in Subpart K With respect to 
this request, the PEA found that Twin-Tech 
hid failed to provide any material which 
indicates that It Is experiencing a serious 
hardship or gross Inequity as a result of the 
manner In which It Is required to determine 
He price* under Subpart K. Accordingly, that 
portion of the Arm's Application was denied. 

Wagner OUe. Inc.; Fairborn, Ohio; FJnr-JkJl; 

♦Vo ? hcaitng oil 

Wagner Olla. Inc. filed an Application for 
Exception from the requirement that It file 
FEA Fbrm PI 12-M-l, ’No. 2 Heating OU 
Supply Price Monitoring Report." In con- 
itderlng the exception application, the PEA 
determined that the Arm had faUcd to sub¬ 
mit any material In support of ltn claim that 
it la unable to devote the time and effort nec- 
•mary to complete and Ale the Form. The 
FEA further concluded that Wagner failed 
to demonstrate that the alleged inconven¬ 
ience of supplying the Information out* 
the benefits to be derived from the 
use of the aggregate data which the FEA col- 
lacU from a sample for Arms. Including Wag- 
bet, to the supply and price of No. 2 heat- 
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lug oil. Wagner's request for except relief was 
therefore denied. 

RjcQucmi roa Modification oa Rwcimsion 

HAK Oil Co,; Yankton , S. Dak.; FHR-009) 
Ho. 2 heating oil 

On March 1. 1977, the Federal Energy Ad¬ 
ministration denied an Application for Stay 
Aled by HAK Oil Company (HAK). HAK OU 

Co., 6 FEA Par.(March 1. 1977). In that 

proceeding HAK had requested that the re¬ 
fund provisions contained in a Remedial Or¬ 
der which had been Issued to It by FEA 
Region VIII be stayed pending a determina¬ 
tion on HAKk Appeal of the Order. On March 
18. 1977 IT&K Aled an Application for Modl- 
Acation In which It requested that the PEA 
reconsider Its March 1. 1977 determination. 
In considering HAK’s Application, the FEA 
reaffirmed Its previous Andtng that the Reme¬ 
dial Order does not require HAK to make 
any refunds until July 1977 and that con¬ 
sequently HAK would not experience an Im¬ 
mediate Injury in the absence of a stay. 
Since HAK hod failed to show that any sub¬ 
stantial change had occurred In the circum¬ 
stances under which the March 1. 1977 deter¬ 
mination was made. Its Application for 
Modification was denied. 

Litchfield Oil Co.; Drocut. Hass ; F MR 0090 
motor gasoline 

On March 0. 1977, the Litchfield Oil Com¬ 
pany filed a request for reconsideration of a 
Decision and Order which the FRA issued to 
the firm on January 25. 1977. Litchfield Oil 
Co., 6 PEA Par. 80.5:13 (January 25. 1977). In 
considering the request the PEA found that 
the sole basis on which Litchfield sought to 
reopen the prior proceeding la the firm’s 
unsubstantiated assertion that a May 15. 1973 
delivery of gasoline was mode pursuant to a 
prior supply agreement which the firm al¬ 
leged qualifies as a ’’transaction” within the 
meaning of 10 CFR 312 31. as clarified by Rul¬ 
ing 1977-5. The FRA determined that Litch¬ 
field had failed to submit any evidence what¬ 
soever which supports this claim. Con¬ 
sequently. the PEA concluded that there was 
no boxU for reconsidering the determination 
reached In the prior Appeal and Litchfield’s 
request for reconsideration was therefore dis¬ 
missed. 

The Standard OU Co.; Findlay, Ohio. FMR - 
0021 Refined Petroleum Products 

The Standard Oil Company < 8ohlo) filed 
an Application for Modification or Rescission 
of three Decisions and Orders which the 
FEA Issued to it during 1975. The Standard 
Oil CO., 2 FEA Par. 83.111 (April 0. 1975): 
The Standard Oil Co.. 2 PEA Par 00.054 
(August 12. 1975); and The Standard OU 
Co., 2 PEA Par 87,014 (October 14. 1976). 
In the April 0. 1976 determination the FEA 
denied 8ohlo*s request for an exception from 
the provisions of 10 CFR 212.07 which, If 
granted, would have permitted the firm to 
increase its selling prices for refined petro¬ 
leum products to reflect Increased refinery 
depreciation expenses. The August 12. 1975 
Decision denied Soldo's Appeal from the 
April 8 Order. The October 24, 1975 deter¬ 
mination denied Sohlo’s request that the two 
prior orders be modified or rescinded. Tbe 
present Sohlo Application for Modification or 
Rescission. If granted, would result In the 
rescission of the three prior Decisions and 
Orders and the approval of the exception 
relief orlgdially requested. Soldo also re¬ 
quested that the exception relief be made 
retroactive to December 1974 when It ini¬ 
tially filed Its Application for exception. In 
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considering Sohio’s request for modification 
or rescission, tbe FKA observed that recent 
regulatory amendments which permit re¬ 
finers to pass through Increased refinery de¬ 
preciation expenses appear to afford the type 
of prospective exception relief which Soldo 
•ought in the prior proceedings. Conse¬ 
quently. the PEA determined that further 
consideration of Sohlo’s request for prospec¬ 
tive exception relief was unnecessary. With 
respect to the firm’s request for retroactive 
relief, the FEA determined that the 8ohlo 
had failed to show that there had been un¬ 
due administrative delay In the processing 
of Its prior applies tons. The PEA also found 
that new data collected by the PEA lu a sur¬ 
vey of other major refiners Indicated that no 
factual basis exists for 8ohfto*8 contention 
that It has been disproportionately affected 
In an adverse manner by FEA regulatory re¬ 
quirements involving depreciation expense*. 
The PEA therefore concluded that since 
Soldo would not have been granted prospec¬ 
tive relief even If this data had been avail¬ 
able at the time of the prior proceedings, 
retroactive exception relief was unwarranted 
Accordingly. 8ohlo*s Application for Modifi¬ 
cation or Rescission was denied. 

Rsqoest roa Stay 

Luke Bros . Inc.; Calrra. Okla FFS-0021 
Propane 

Luke Brothers, Inc. (Luke) requested that 
a Remedial Order which the FEA Region VI 
Issued to the firm on October 5. 1978 be 
stayed pending both judicial review and a 
final determination of an Application for 
Modification and Rescission which Luke 
states that It plans to file with the FEA In 
the near future. In the Remedial Order, the 
PEA found that Luke* selling prices for 
propane during the period November 1. 1973 
through September 1975 exceeded the max¬ 
imum selling prices which the firm was per¬ 
mitted to charge under the FEA Regulation*. 
In order to remedy this violation, the Deputy 
Regional Administrator of PEA Region VI 
directed Luke to Immediately reduce the 
prices which la charges for propane to a 
level which did not exceed the maximum 
lawful selling prices permissible under the 
FEA Price Regulation*. In considering Luke * 
request that the Remedial Order be stayed 
the FKA found that the firm’s Application 
failed to-sattefy any of the criteria set forth 
In 8cctlon 295.125(h) for the approval of a 
stay. Although the firm asserted that In the 
absence of a stay it would experience o 
severe financial hardship and a more serlou* 
hardship and gross Inequity than would be 
experienced by Its customers If the stay were 
granted. Luke presented no evidence what¬ 
ever to support the assertion. Since Luke had 
In addition failed to demonstrate that It 
would encounter any unusual difficulty It 
It is required to comply with the Remedial 
Order, the PEA concluded that a stay wav 
clearly not warranted and Luke’s request was 
denied. 

RjtQin»T» roa Excxraow Rxceived raow 
Natvsai. Gas Pbocesoobs 

The Office of Exceptions and Appeals of 
the Federal Energy Administration has is¬ 
sued Decisions and Orders granting excep¬ 
tion relief from the provisions of 10 CFR 
212.165 to the natural gas processors listed 
below. The exceptions granted permit the 
firms Involved to Increase the prices of the 
production of the gas plants listed below 
to reflect certain non-product cost increases* 
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The following submission* were dismissed 
following a statement by the applicant In¬ 
dicating that the relief requested was no 

longer needed: 

Ocale Car Wash; San Diego, Calif .; FES-3S69 
0*1/ Energy & Development Corp.. Wash - 
ington, D.C.; FEE 3521. FEE 3522 
Tho following submission woe dismissed on 
the grounds that the request is now moot: 
LUchficid Oil Co, /*c„ Z>recwf, Mass ; FXS - 
0000 

The following submission was dismissed 
on the grounds that the request for stay 

premature: 

*<x E. Sharker; Wetcok*. Okie ; FES 4084 
The following submission was dismissed 
4fter a determination by •PSA that the roller 
requested was no louger neoceaary: 
rcwicco Oil Co ; Washington. D C.; FST-4038 
The following submission was dismissed 
foUowinc a deurmlnaUon by PSA that there 
*** no basis for further administrative rt- 
h«w of the firm's claims: 

htru :n L Horsey, dJbA. Horsey’s Shell Sera* 
ice. San Diego. Calif .; FEE-3987 

Copies of the full text or these Deci- 
JJons and Orders ore available in the 
Public Docket Room of the Office of Pri¬ 
vate Grievances and Redress. Room B- 
*20. 2000 M Street, N.W.. Washington. 
DC. 20461. Monday through Friday, be- 
'wcen the hours of 1:00 pm. and 5:00 
PJU-. ext, except Federal holidays. They 
are also available In Energy Manage¬ 
ment: Federal Energy Ouiddlnes, a com¬ 
mercially published loose leaf reporter 
*ystem. 

Dated: May 20. 1077. 

Esic J. Pyci, 
Acting General CohfwW. 
!Pr Doc.77-14030 Piled 5 25-T7;8:46 ami 


ISSUANCE OF DECISIONS AND ORDERS 

BY THE OFFICE OF EXCEPTIONS AND 

APPEALS 

Week of April 4 Through April 8, 1977 

Notice is hereby given that during the 
week of April 4 through April 8, 1077, 
the Decisions and Orders summarised 
below were issued with respect to Ap¬ 
peals and Applications for Exception or 
other relief filed with the Office of 
Exceptions and Appeals of the Federal 
Energy Administration. The following 
summary also contains a list of submis¬ 
sions which were dismissed by the Office 
of Exceptions and Appeals and the basis 
for the dismissal. 

Arrnu 

Btcco. Ltd.; Washington. DJC .; FEA-1048; 

Crude oil 

Beeco. Ltd, filed an Appeal from a Dec lidon 
and Order which the Federal Energy Ad¬ 
ministration issued to the Genera! Crude Oil 
Company (Oeneral Crude) on September 
21, 1276 Oeneral Crude Oil Co., 4 FKA Par. 
83.104 (September 21. 1976). The Appeal was 
tiled on behalf of the twenty-three royalty 
interest owners of the Banning Lease in 
the West Newport Field, Orange County. 
California. In the September 21, 1976 Deci¬ 
sion and Order, exception relief was granted 
which permitted Oeneral Crude to charge 
upper tter ceiling prices for a portion of the 
crude oil which it produces for Its benefit 
from the Banning lease TT>e exception was 
intended to provide the firm with an 
economic Incentive to undertake an Invest¬ 
ment In an accelerated recovery project. 
Beeeo sought to have the royalty Interest 
owners share In the additional revenues 
produced as a result of that Decision. In 
considering the Bceco Appeal, the FEA noted 
that In a recent Decision and Order, UA 


Geological Survey, 5 FEA Par. 80.537 (Jan¬ 
uary 26, 1977), the FKA determined that the 
agency has the authority to limit exception 
relief only to the working interest owners 
of crude oil producing properties since only 
those owners are responsible for the operat¬ 
ing and investment costs associated with 
the production of crude oil. The FEA con¬ 
cluded that the U.5. Geological Survey 
Decision was controlling in the present cas • 
The FKA also found that contrary to Beeco's 
contention, the September 21. 1076 Decision 
and Order did not constitute an unlawful 
regulation of real property rental terms by 
the FEA since It was not designed to regu¬ 
late the property rights of royalty Interest 
owners but rather to grant exception relief 
in a manner which was consistent with 
applicable statutes and FEA regulations. 
Finally the FEA determined that while the 
royalty payments in 1960, the nature of their 
royalty payments In 1960 the nature of their 
Interest in the property continues to be a 
passive one and they have no responsibility 
for any of the operating ousts or additional 
capital expenditures which are necessary 
In order to maintain or accelerate the en¬ 
hanced recovery projects at the Banning 
Lease. In view of these considerations the 
FKA determined that the Becco Appeal 
should be denied. 

Cheyenne Exploration, tne^ Wichita , Kan 

FRA-IJ80; Crude oil 

Cheyenne Exploration. Inc. filed an Appeal 
of a Remedial Order which the Director of 
the Compliance Division. Fra Region VII is¬ 
sued to the firm on January 12. 1977. In the 
Remedial Order, the FEA found that during 
the period March 1974 through December 
1975 Cheyenne Improperly sold certain vol¬ 
umes of crude oil which were produced from 
the Sipes A-3 property at uncontrolled mar¬ 
ket prioes In violation of the provisions of 10 
CFR 212.73. On the basis of this finding, the 
Remedial Order directed Cheyenne to refund 
$68,065.00 plus Interest to Clear Creek. Inc , 
the purchaser of the crude oil produced from 
the 81 pcs A 3 property. In considering the 
Appeal, the FEA observed that Cheyenne did 
not challenge the factual or legal findings 
of the Remedial Order or contend that the 
Remedial Order was in any way arbitrary or 
capricious. Instead. Cheyenne contended 
that the application to the firm of the provi¬ 
sions of 10 CFR. Part 212, Subpart D In the 
Remedial Order, results In a serious finan¬ 
cial hardship to the Arm The FKA noted 
that the arguments which Cheyenne pre¬ 
sented did not form the proper basis for an 
Appeal of a Remedial Order, since tho Issues 
which the firm raised can properly be con¬ 
sidered only in the context of an Application 
for Exception. Furthermore. the FEA deter¬ 
mined that Cheyenne failed to make the 
type of showing which the FEA had previ¬ 
ously held to be necessary for the FKA to 
consider such Issues In the context of an 
Appeal of a Remedial Order. See. e.g., Mobil 
Oil Corp.. 4 FEA Par. 80.4S1 (September 24, 
1976) Moreover, the FEA noted that counsel 
for Cheyenne had advised the FKA that the 
firm intends to file an Application for Excep¬ 
tion in which the firm win raise its allega¬ 
tions of serious hardship. In view of these 
factors, the Cheyenne Appeal was denied. 

Gulf Oil Corp.; Houston. Tex.; FEA-092S; No. 

2 fuel oil 

The Gulf Oil Corporation filed an Appeal 
from a revised Remedial Order which the Re¬ 
gional Administrator of FKA Region III is¬ 
sued to the firm on July 12. l$76 In the re¬ 
vised Remedial Order, the Regional Admin¬ 
istrator found that Oulf had improperly cal¬ 
culated the May 15, 1973 base prloe for the 
No. 2 fuel oil which It sold to the Virginia 
Electric Power Company (Vepco). and as a 
result, had sold that product at prloo levels 
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which exceeded the maximum allowable 
prices specified In 6 CFR 150.355 and 10 CFR 
212.93 Gulf waa therefore directed to refund 
$3,090,035 In overcharges made In males of 
fuel oil to Vcpco during the period October 1, 
1973 through April 30. 1975. and to calculate 
the overcharges which occurred during the 
period May 1. 1975 through June 30. 1976. 
In )t* Appeal. Oulf contended that the re¬ 
vised Remedial Order was based on an erro¬ 
neous Interpretation of the term M transac¬ 
tion” as defined in 10 CFR 313.31. Since no 
transaction occurred between Oulf and Vepeo 
on May 15, 1973, the Remedial Order re¬ 
quired Oulf to determine Its May 16. 1973 
base price for the fuel oil which It sold to 
Vepeo by reference to the price at which a 
delivery of fuel oil was made to Vepeo on 
May 3, 1973. In Its Appeal Oulf alleged that 
a new contract tnto which the firms had en¬ 
tered on May 10. 1973 constituted the trans¬ 
action to which the PEA should have re¬ 
ferred In determining the May 15. 1873 prices 
In considering the Appeal, the FRA found 
that the May 3. 1073 delivery wan made pur¬ 
suant to a written contract executed In June 
of 1972 in which Oulf agreed to supply No 2 
fuel oil to Vepeo at specified fixed prices for 
a one-year period from July 1. 1972 through 
June 30, 1973. The PEA also found that on 
May 10. 1973 Oulf and Vepeo had entered 
into a new variable price contract for the 
supply of No. 2 fuel oil for a one-year pe¬ 
riod that extended from July 1. 1973 through 
June 30, 1974. The FEA observed that under 
the clarification of the regulation Issued in 
FEA Ruling 1977-5 (42 Fed. Reg 15302 
(March 21. 19771). a transaction occurs, with 
respect to written, fixed-price contracts, at 
the time both parties have signed the writ¬ 
ten agreement. However. In the case of a 
written variable-price contract, a transac¬ 
tion la considered to occur at the time the 
price la fixed with respect to a particular de¬ 
livery of a covered product pursuant to that 
contract. In applying the Ruling to Gulf's 
Appeal, the FEA determined that since Gulf’s 
deliveries of fuel oil to Vepeo under the May 
10, 1973 variable price contract did not com¬ 
mence until after May 15, 1973, the execu¬ 
tion of that contract did not constitute a 
transaction during the base period and was 
properly excluded from Gulf's calculations 
of Its May 15. 1973 weighted average price 
for fuel oil. However, the FEA also found 
that the manner In which the revised Re¬ 
medial Order had applied the term trans¬ 
action In calculating the Oulf overcharges 
was Incorrect The FEA determined that the 
date of entry Into the June 1972 fixed price 
contract, not the delivery of fuel oil on 
May 3 under that contract, constitutes the 
relevant base period transaction under Rul¬ 
ing 1977-5. Since the overcharges had been 
calculated on this basis in the original Re¬ 
medial Order, the revised Remedial Order 
was amended accordingly, and the Oulf Ap¬ 
peal was therefore denied. 

Ms/-Lose Corp .; Lafayette Ind FXAJ228; 

Crude oil 

The Mar-Low Corporation appealed from 
a Decision and Order issued to It by the 
FEA on February 24. 1977. Mar-Love Corp „ 
6 FEA Par. 83.077 (February 24. 1977). In 
that order, the FRA approved exception re¬ 
lief from the provisions of 10 CFR, Part 212. 
Rubpart D. and permitted Mar-Low to sell 
60.14 percent of the crude oil which It pro¬ 
duces from the Xfaxte Broussard No. 1-D 
well at upper tier celling price* The Appeal. 
If granted, would permit the firm to sell an 
increased amount of the crude oil produced 
from the Broussard well at upper tier ceil¬ 
ing prices In considering the Appeal, the 
FEA noted that subsequent to the Issuance 
of the February 24 exception decision, the 
FEA amended Its regulations and reduced by 


46 cents per barrel the maximum allowable 
upper tier celling price of crude oil. Conse¬ 
quently, a greater percentage of the Brous¬ 
sard well crude oil must now be sold at the 
upper tier ceiling price In order to maintain 
the level of exception relief granted to Mar- 
Low In the February 24 Order. The FEA con¬ 
cluded that the adverse Impact on Mar-Low 
which resulted from the recent reduction In 
the upper tier celling price constituted a 
significantly changed circumstance which 
warrants modification of the exception re¬ 
lief granted to the firm. The Appeal was 
therefore granted 

Monoco OH Co., Inc.. Pittsford N Y.; FEA- 
1012 ; Residual fuel oil 

Monoco OU Company. Inc. appealed from 
a Decision and Order which was Issued to 
the firm on September 24, 1970. Monoco Oil 
Co.. Inc.. 4 FEA Par. 83.107 September 24. 
1976). In that Decision, the FEA found that 
Monoco. a reseller of residual fuel oil. was 
experiencing a gross inequity and serious 
hardship because several of Its competitors 
in it* marketing area were domestic refiners 
who-e effective cost of crude oil wo* reduced 
by benefits received under the Old OU En¬ 
titlements Program In contrast, the resid¬ 
ual fuel oil sold by Monoco Is purchased from 
foreign refineries which receive no entitle¬ 
ments. The PEA further found that the com¬ 
petitive disadvantage that Monoco was ex¬ 
periencing was the same as that experienced 
by marketers of imported residual fuel oil 
In the Bureau of Mines East Coast Refining 
District before the enactment of Section 
21167 (a)(3) and (d)(4). On the basis of 
the findings which It reached the FEA 
granted the Application for Exception which 
Monoco had filed and permitted Monoco to 
receive 30 percent entitlements benefits pur¬ 
suant to 10 CFR 211.67(a)(3). In Its Appeal. 
Monoco contended that the exception relief 
granted In the September 24. 1970 Decision 
was insufficient. In analyzing this claim, the 
FEA found that Monoco was still unable to 
compete effectively with domestic refiners In 
Its marketing area In particular, the FEA 
noted that despite the relief that had been 
granted the delivered co*t to Monoco for 
the residual fuel oil which it sells vm still 
substantially greater than the delivered 
price that one of Its primary competitors 
paid for the same product. Monocos high 
and relatively noncompetitive price, It was 
found, was the result of the failure of the 
September 24. 1976 Decision to take account 
of the substantial benefits which East Coast 
marketers other than domestic refiners In¬ 
directly derive from Section 211.67(d)(4). 
That regulation provides for a 50 percent re¬ 
duction In the entitlements benefits received 
by domestic refiners with respect to runs of 
crude oil attributable to production of re¬ 
sidual fuel oil for sale In the East Coast 
market. The PEA therefore concluded that 
the relief afforded In the September 24 Order 
was Insufficient to alleviate the serious hard¬ 
ship or gross inequity experienced by Mon¬ 
oco. The Appeal was accordingly granted and 
additional exception relief was approved 
which increased the entitlements benefits 
which Monoco received In the previous De¬ 
cision to 80 percent of the entitlement value 
of a barrel of crude oil for each barrel of 
residual fuel which It resells. 

Southland Oil COJVGS Oorp Memphis , 

Tenn.: FXA1088; Crude oil. 

Southland Oil Company appealed from a 
Decision and Order which the Federal En¬ 
ergy Administration Issued to the firm on 
November 6. 1976. Beacon OH Co. et «!., 4 FEA 
Par. 87.024 (November 6, 1976). In the No¬ 
vember 6 Decision and Order, the FRA de¬ 
termined on the basis of financial and op¬ 
erating data which Southland submitted 


that the firm had been afforded an exc^ite 
measure of exception relief from lta obUy*. 
Ilona under the Entitlements Program it 
1976. The November 6 Order accordingly re¬ 
quires Southland to purchase entitlements 
valued at $3,464,670 during the perlcd No¬ 
vember 1976 through October 1977 In order 
to offset the excessive benefits which the Arm 
had received. The Appeal. If granted. would 
result in the resclwion of that portion of 
the November 5 Decision and Order which 
Imposes an entitlement obligation on South¬ 
land. In its Appeal. Southland contended 
that the FEA did not have the authority to 
recaptur© exception relief which kt prerf- 
oualy granted unless a showing could be 
made that the decision to spprovr thr ti- 
ception relief w as erroneous when it vu 
made. In rejecting this contention, the FEA 
found that a similar Issue had been fuffy 
considered and ultimately rejected In * pre¬ 
vious decision. Delta Refining Co., 5 FFa Pw 
80,530 (January 26. 1077). 

Southland also argued that certain unusual 
expense itema should have been deleted by 
the FEA from the firm’s 1974 financial /ute- 
ment for purposes of calculating Its histori¬ 
cal profit margin. Contrary to South lands 
claim, the FEA found that the effect* oj the 
firm’s change during Its historical period 
from a FIFO to a UFO method of inventory 
valuation, should not be eliminated because 
such an adjustment would result In all of the 
historical years being reported on a basis dif¬ 
ferent from the current year. It was also held 
that the FEA correctly determined In the No¬ 
vember 5 Order that no adjustment, should 
be made for a 1974 bad debt expend which 
the firm alleged was unreprescntati w of Its 
current operations In this regard the FEA 
noted that almost any firm could claim that 
lu current operations differ In some respect 
from it* historical operations and that, if a 
genera] policy of allowing such adjustments 
In historical profitability were adopted (be 
calculation of historical profitability would 
become an arbitrary process. However, with 
respect to one of the requested adjustments 
to the firm’s 1974 financial statement relat¬ 
ing to a former subsidiary of Southland's 
parent firm, the FEA observed that South¬ 
land had presented detailed Information 
outlining lta corporate structure and In¬ 
debtedness which demonstrated that the 
Item was wholly unrelated to any of the 
firm’s refining and marketing operation* 
The FEA therefore made an adjust men to to 
the firm's 1974 financial statement which 
necessitated a recalculation of Southland's 
bin tor leal profit margin. 

Southland also claimed that In order to 
provide the firm with the full six month ex¬ 
emption from entitlement purcha*** afforded 
by Special Rule No. 6, the firm’s operating 
results for the months of October. Novem¬ 
ber and December 1976 should be excluded 
from the FEA’s review of the exception relief 
granted to Southland during 1978 In reject¬ 
ing this argument with respect to the 
mouths of October and November the FIA 
pointed out that Southland and other *maU 
refiners were exempt from purchase require¬ 
ment* which would have otherwise been 
specified In Entitlement Notices for the *1* 
month period from December 1975 through 
May 1976. The FEA therefore concluded that 
Southland and the other small refimr* did 
in fact receive the Intended benefit* under 
Special Rule No. 6 during that period of 
time The FEA found however, that South¬ 
land’s argument had conslderabh men* 
with regard to the month of December 197*. 
and therefore excluded the Arm’* operat.nf 
results for that month from It* review o 
the exception relief granted to the firm ‘ 
1976. Finally, Southlands claim that ^ 
payback of the excessive benefit* wh,fb ' 
received should be delayed until the zom- 
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. ua0 of PEA audit* currently In progress 
Jw rtjrcied. The FEA observed that South* 
^nd had received exception relief to which 
n ws§ not entitled. that the approval of that 
pttef hxd adversely affected other firms, and 
that the outcome of any pending PEA audit 
•i Southland remained speculative. The ex- 
itnaion of December 1975 operating results 
united tn a reduction in the entitlements 
puTCha*e obligation specified In the Novem¬ 
ber 5 Decision by $507,265. The Southland 
Appeal vu denied in all other respects. 

fenu ilrnertm* Otf Corp Midland, Tea., 

FXA-JJ1S; Crude oU 

Tesaa American Oil Corporation (TAO) 
£*d an Appeal from a Decision and Order 
•hlrh was issued to it and the United Rc- 
SjUng Company on December 16. 1276. Untied 
Jkf Co.: f>na.t American OU Carp* 4 ERA 
IV 83 262 (December 16. 1976). The Decem¬ 
ber 16 Decision Involved the application of 
the FEA regulation* to TAO'a proposed acqul- 
ntloo of United*# refinery located tn Osceola. 
IQchtgan (the Osceola refinery). Under the 
provisions of the Old Oil Entitlement* Pro- 
pun. United would ordinarily have been ell- 
pble to receive entitlements for crude oil re¬ 
cap!* and runs to.stills for all months prior 
lo December, the month In which It actually 
•old the refinery to TAO However, the PEA 
determined tn the December 10 Order that 
Called should remit to TAO the revenues 
whirlx it received from the sole of entitle¬ 
ment# that are attributable to the Osceola re- 
Barry during the month# of September. 
Ckrtobrr and November 1976. However, the 
PEA found that TAO had improperly been 
toted on the November and December 1976 
bmiunent Mats as the firm that was eligible 
to tarn entitlements attributable to crude 
a! rvcelpts and runs at the Oeceola refinery, 
sad accordingly directed that adjustment* 
to made on future Entitlement Lints in order 
» recoup the excessive benefits which TAO 
had reollred under the small refiner bis* of 
Stcuon 211.67(e) TAO*a Appeat. If granted, 
vot^d permit the firm to receive additional 
emismenu under the small refiner bias for 
toe period between S^Jitember and November 
IfTd In considering the Appeal, the PEA rc- 
)wted the firm*# contention that any firm 
wlbch omits, operates or controls a refinery 
• automatically eligible to earn entitlements 
dace under the specific criteria set forth tn 
Jetton 211 67(a) (2), a firm la not eligible to 
JVbclpat* m the Entitlements Program 
prior u> the certification of Its refining ca- 
toaty Accordingly, the PEA found that TAO 
*»* not permitted as a matter of law to earn 
retirements unto the PEA certified Its re- 
kdn« capacity In January 1977 The PEA also 
^totted ihe contention that TAO*s alleged 
suitable ownership Interest tn the Osceola 
f*9nery as of September l. 1976, the effective 
kte of its Purchase Agreement with United. 
PKHrided n sufficient basts for entitlements 
to be Usued to TAO. In this regard, the PEA 
told that the real property doctrine of equl- 
toNj conversion was a matter of state con- 
law which did not govern the right* 
t*’4 obligations of parties under the PEA 
"gulabury program. Moreover, the PEA found 
Jjj** *v*n if TAO had acquired an equitable 
“to***! in the refinery prior to December 
^ there was no basis to bwue entitlements 
to TAO instead of to United as the legal 
owner The FRA Ittoo determined that the 
"toonce presented by TAO failed to sub- 
lUniute the firm's claim that It assumed 
responsibility over the Oeceola re- 
operations On September l, 1976. Un¬ 
der these circumstance*, the PEA affirmed its 
finding that the entitlement* for 

September through November 1976 period 
T* 1 properly issued to United. The PEA 
“to held that It was not erroneous to have 


considered the firm's exception request un¬ 
der the standards which govern retroactive 
exception relief since the firm ws* requesting 
relief for a period of time preceding the 
Issuance of the PEA's Decision Pi twilly, the 
PEA found that TAO failed to establish that 
Its request became retroactive in nature a* 
a result of any undue administrative delay at¬ 
tributable to the PEA. In view of the firm's 
overall financial viability and Its recent 
profitable operations at the Oeceola refinery, 
the PEA affirmed Its finding that TAO had 
failed to establish that retroactive exception 
relief was appropriate Accordingly, the TAO 
Appeal wa* denied. 

Application* rot Kicimox 

Colonial Oil Co. Jacksonville . PI*.; FXE 4022: 

Motor Gasoline 

On July 3. 1976. the PEA granted exception 
relief to Colonial OU Company (Colonial) on 
the ground that the Application to it of the 
provisions of 10 CFR, Part 211. which require 

adherence to the base period supplier pur- 
chaser relationship, resulted In a aerlou/i 
hardship to the firm Colonial OU Co.. 2 PEA 
Par. R 3.201 (July 5, 1975). In that Order the 
Regions! Administrator for the PEA. Region 
IV. wss directed to assign to Colonial a sup¬ 
plier whose wholesale prices for motor gaso¬ 
line. No. 2 fuel oil and keroaene were within 
the range of prices paid for those products In 
Colonial's marketing area by wholesale mar¬ 
keters The Order further provided that upon 
the submtoMon of certain financial and op¬ 
erating data Colonial could request that the 
exception relief granted to the firm be ex¬ 
tended for an additional period of time. On 
the basis of the data submitted by Colonial 
in connection with it* present Application 
and the recommendation of the Regional Ad¬ 
ministrator. the FEA determined that: ft) the 
serious hardship which Colonial experienced 
in the past as a result of the provisions of 
10 CFR 211.9 would continue to exist unless 
further exception relief were granted with 
respect to It* motor gasoline .supplies; and 
<U) In order to alleviate this hardship Co¬ 
lonial should be assigned a lower-cost sup¬ 
plier for the months of April. May and June 
1977 for the entire volume of gasoline which 
It to entitled to receive from Its principal base 
period supplier. 

Mar-Loir CorpLafayette, La. FEE-M65; 

Crude Oil 

Mar-Low Corporation filed an Applic ation 
for Exception from the provisions of 19 CFR. 
Part 212. Subpart D which. If granted, would 
permit the firm to sell at upper tier prices 
the crude oil It produces from three wells on 
the Ormnd Lake Field. Mar-Low claimed that 
in the absence of exception relief ft would 
not have any economic incentive to rework 
those wells and the crude oU which it seeks 
to produce would not be recovered. In con¬ 
sidering the Application, the FRA found that 
Mar-Low’s data Indicated that under the 
general PEA regulatory program ihe firm will 
realize substantial revenue* from the wells 
which It proposes to operate on the Field. In 
this regard, the FEA observed that In It* sub¬ 
mission Mar-Low itself stated that even after 
taking into account the payment of sever¬ 
ance taxes the firm will have recouped Ha 
total Investment to rework the wells within 
the first four years of the operation of the 
Field Moreover, the FRA estimated that 
Mar-Low's rate of return on this investment 
would exceed the rate of return which the 
FEA has used as a measure for granting ex¬ 
ception relief In previous cases of this type 
The FEA therefore concluded on the basis of 
this record that Mar-Low needs no additional 
economic incentive to engage In the crude oil 
recovery project at the Grand Lake Field 


Accordingly, the firm’s Application for 
Exception was denied. 

Read At Stevens. Tnc.; Roswell. S. Me*.; FEE - 
JJ 26: Crude OU 

Read it Stevens. Inc. filed an Application 
for Exception from the provisions of 10 CFR. 
Part 212, Subpart D. which. If granted, would 
relieve the firm of the obligation to refund 
any revenue* which It might have received 
during the period January 1. 1975 through 
December SI. 1975 as a result of charging 
prices for the crude oil produced and sold 
from the firm’s Federal ’“C” Lease which ex¬ 
ceeded applicable celling price levels. Read 
it Stevens also requested prospective excep¬ 
tion relief to permit it to sell the crude oil 
produced from the Federal **C" Lease at 
upper tier celling prices. In considering the 
firm’s request for retroactive exception relief 
the FRA applied the criteria set forth in 
Bobcat Oil Co.. 3 FEA Par. 00,631 (May 15. 
1976) and determined that Read A Stevens 
failed to even allege that in the ahscnce of 
retroactive exception relief the firm would 
suffer an irreparable Injury and be forced 
to discontinue It* current bueiness opera¬ 
tions. Under these circumstances the FE\ 
determined that retroactive exception relief 
should be denied. In considering the firm’s 
request for prospective exception relief the 
FEA determined that the costs of producing 
crude oil from the Federal M U' Lease have 
increased significantly since 1973 and os a 
result now exceed the price levels which Read 
& Stevens may charge for the crude oQ which 
It produces and sells. The FEA therefore con¬ 
cluded that Read it Stevens had no apparent 
economic Incentive to continue to operate 
the Federal **C*' Lease The FEA also found 
that there was little livelihood that the re¬ 
coverable crude oil from the lease's reservoir 
would be produced by any firm If exception 
relief to not granted. On the bonis of pre¬ 
vious precedent* Involving slmlllar factual 
situations, the PEA concluded that the ap¬ 
plication of the lower tier celling price rule 
resulted In a gross Inequity to Read A 
Stevens Based on operating data which the 
firm submitted for It* moat recently com¬ 
pleted fiscal period. Read A Stevens wa* 
granted exception relief which permit* It to 
sell at upper tier celling prices 33 fin percent 
of the crude oil produced and sold from the 
Federal "C" Lease for the benefit of the 
working Interest owners. 

Rkqukst nil Modification o« Rescission 

Cotton Petroleum Corp . Denver, Colo . FMR •• 
0091. Crude OU 

Cotton Petroleum Corporation filed an Ap¬ 
plication for Modification or Bcsclnion of 
a Decision and Order Issued to It by the FEA 
on February 4. 1977. Cotton Petroleum Corp „ 
5 FEA Par 50.540 (February 4. 1977). In the 
February 4 Order, the FEA granted Cotton 
an exception to the provisions of 10 CFR. 
Part 212. Subpart D and permuted the firm 
to sell at upper tier celling prices 15.9021 
percent of the crude oil which It produce* 
from the North Goose Lake Unit for the 
benefit of the working interest*. In It* Re¬ 
quest for Modification. Cotton contended 
that, the relief granted in the February 4 
Order had failed to include an allowance for 
future workover and well conversion ex¬ 
pense*. Cotton also contended that the relief 
granted In the February 4 Order should be 
increased to provide the firm with additional 
revenues to offset any refunds which It might 
be required to moke in order to remedy 
apparent past violations of FEA pricing regu¬ 
lations which were cited In a Notice of 
Probable Violation (NOPV) Issued to the 
firm In considering Cotton’s modification 
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request, the PEA determined that the flnn'i 
claim with respect to future workover and 
well conversion expenses had been advanced 
by Cotton during the prior exception pro¬ 
ceeding and had been Implicitly rejected by 
the PEA In the February 4 Dec to Ion Accord¬ 
ingly the PEA found that that claim could 
not form the basin for the mod lllcalion of 
the February 4 Order The FRA further de¬ 
termined that the mature raised In the 
NOPV were unrelated to the determination 
reached In the February 4 Decision and that 
the Issuance of the NOFV was therefore not 
a "changed circumstance" within the mean¬ 
ing of 10 CPR 205.136(b) (2). The PEA con¬ 
cluded that the Cotton modification request 
failed to meet the regulatory criteria for the 
approval of Applications for Xfod mention or 
Resctanion and therefore denied the request 

Requests ron Stay 

Jack W. Origsby d/b/a Grigsby Oil dr Gas: 

Shrfreyort, La.; FES-0092; Crude Oil 

Jack W. Grigsby d/to/a Grigsby Oil A Oas 
filed an Application for Stay of a Decision 
and Order which was issued to the firm on 
March 8. 1977. Jack W. Grigsby d/b/a Grigsby 
Oil A Gas, 5 PEA Par. 80£67 (March 8. 1977). 
In the March 8 Decision, the PEA denied an 
Appeal that Grigsby had filed from a Reme¬ 
dial Order which bad previously been issued 
to it by PEA Region VI. The March 8 deter¬ 
mination also directed the immediate dis¬ 
bursement of funds which OrlgBby had 
placed in an escrow account. The present re¬ 
quest, If granted, would stay the refund pro¬ 
visions of the Remedial Order pending Judi¬ 
cial review of a complaint which the firm 
filed In the United State* District Court for 
the Western District of Louisiana on March 
16. 1977. In considering the request for stay, 
the PEA found that Origsby's claim that It 
would be irreparably injured because of the 
potential difficulty in recovering refunds If 
the firm were to succeed In Its lawsuit did 
not provide a basis for further delaying the 
implementation of the required refunds to 
the marketplace. The PEA also found that 
since Grigsby’# substantive claim of error in 
the Remedial Order had been rejected In a 
final agency determination that was con¬ 
sistent with previous PEA decisions, there 
was little likelihood that Grigsby would ulti¬ 
mately prevail on the merits of Its Judicial 
action Accordingly, the Ortgwby Application 
for Stay was denied, 

Uranlch Coal and OU. LaSalle III; FRS 1224: 

No. 2 Fuel Oil 

Uranlch Coal and Oil filed an Application 
for Stay of a Remedial Order which the PEA 
Region V issued to the firm on February 4. 
1977. In the Remedial Order the PEA deter¬ 
mined that during the period November 1, 
1973 through December 31. 1974. Uranlch 
sold No. 2 heating oil at prices which were 
In excess of the maximum permissible prices 
specified In 10 CFR 212-93 and 6 OPR 160.369. 
Uranlch was therefore directed to refund the 
overcharges to Its customers. In considering 
the Application for Stay, the PEA concluded 
that If Uranlch were required to refund the 
overcharges specified In the Remedial Order 
and ultimately were to prevail on Its Ap¬ 
peal. It could incur an Irreparable Injury 
because of the difficulty It would experience 
In recovering the refunds Tbe PEA further 


determined that Uranlch had raised signifi¬ 
cant Issues concerning the accuracy and pro¬ 
cedural propriety of the Remedial Order. The 
PEA therefore held that Uranlch had satis¬ 
fied the criteria set forth In General Crude 
Oil Co., 3 PEA Par. 86,040 (June 25. 1976), 
modified, 3 PEA Par. 86.040 (July 8. 1975). 
However, the FRA also determined that in 
accordance with the considerations discussed 
In the General Crude, Decision the stay 
should be oondttloned upon Uranlch’# es¬ 
tablishment of an escrow account In which 
It places designated portion* of the refunds 
required by the Remedial Order 

Svrri.EMXHTAL OtODUf 

Algonquin Gas Transmission Co.; Boston, 

Mass.; FI X 0094: Crude Oil A Unfinished 

Oils 

Texas Asphalt A Refining Co . Houston, Tex.; 

FEX-0099; Crude Oil A Unfinished Oils 
Time Oil Co.; Los Angeles, Calif.: FEX-4100, 

Finished Products 

On November 17. 1976. the Federal Energy 
Administration formally notified the Algon- 
ciultt Gas Transmission Company (Algon¬ 
quin), Texas Asphalt A Refining Company 
(TARCO) and Time Oll Company (Time) 
that it was proposing to revoke as of April 30, 
1977, exceptions from the Import license fee 
requirements which each of the firms had 
previously been granted by the Oil Import 
Appeals Board (the Board). In comments 
submitted in opposition to the proposed 
terminations, Time and TARCO contended 
‘-hat the PEA Is not authorised to terminate 
pre-existing orders of tho Board. In consider¬ 
ing this contention, the PEA noted that 
under the terms of the Orders Issued by the 
Board, the fee-exempt authorisation* were 
expressly subject to further review and modi¬ 
fication Moreover, the Board has been 
abolished and the Office of Exceptions and 
Appeals of the PEA is authorized to ex¬ 
ercise the adjudicatory functions which It 
previously excrrLsed. Consequently, the FRA 
certainly has the authority to review, and If 
warranted to modify or revoke, the prior 
determinations of the Board. The PEA also 
determined that substantial changes In the 
regulatory framework underlying the Board’s 
original determination had taken place since 
1970. In particular, the FRA observed that a 
separate adjudicatory determination Is now 
made for each allocation period for which a 
firm seeks fec-excmpt authority, and that the 
FEA has previously stated that it will not 
consider any previous grant of such author¬ 
ity aa a presumption in favor of continuing 
the fee-exempt status of a firm. Conse¬ 
quently, TARCO*# contention that there has 
not been a change in the underlying factual 
and legal basis of Its fee-exempt award was 
rejected. 

With respect to the assertion advanced by 
Time and TARCO that the proposed revoca¬ 
tion of their fee-oxempt authority would 
cause them to experience inordinate hard¬ 
ship, the FEA determined that Time had not 
presented any evidence which Indicated that 
the proposed termination would subject it to 
an itfbrdlnate burden or cause it to be 
treated differently from all other firms seek¬ 
ing fee-exempt authority. The PEA also con¬ 
cluded that the present proceeding waa not 
the appropriate forum in which to reach a 
conclusion with respect to the substantive 
validity of clatma that the proposed termina¬ 


tion would cause the llrma and their cumui* 
ers to experience an unusual competitive dis¬ 
advantage, supply problems or financial dlffl. 
cutties. According to the FEA Decision tho* 
claims should be raised In specify applies- 
tlona for exception from the licence fee re¬ 
quirements. Tbe PEA also rejected Timet 
claim that the proposed termination rotated 
tbe firm’s right to due process or ls« The 
FRA noted that the November 17 communi¬ 
cation waa forwarded to Tim© more ihac 
five months before the proposed termm&uoc 
date and that It clearly set forth the bat* 
for the proposed termination. Accordingjv 
the PEA determined that the fee-exempt so- 
thorny of Algonquin, Time and TABOO 
would he rescinded aa of April 30. 1977 How- 
ever, since TARCO received tbe November 17 
communication on a date which was too ists 
for tt to take action during 1976 which would 
have qualified it for an automatic lkscws 
fee exemption for the 1977-78 allocation 
period under 10 CPR, Part 213, TARCO «u 
granted a temporary exception which per¬ 
mit# It to qualify under limited cireum- 
stances for a license-fee exemption 

Coffon Petroleum Corp .; Denver Coto 
FEX-0I39 crude oil 

On February 4. 1977. the FKA i^ued a 
Decision and Order to the Cotton Petrol* uoi 
Corporation denying the firm's Appeal frtun 
an earlier Decision and Order but Kraniiag 
the firm an exception to the PEA Mauds- 
tory Petroleum Price Regulation Coir os 
Petroleum Cfprp., 6 FEA Par. 80.540 .Febru¬ 
ary 4. 1977). The February 4 Order provided 
that Cotton could request an extension <A 
the exception relief which was approved b» 
filing certain data with the PEA in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of paragraph ill 
of the Order. The FEA found that paragraph 
(6) of tbe February 4 Order oontained cer¬ 
tain errors relating to the reference dales to 
be used for the filing of the data The FEA 
therefore ordered that the February 4 Order 
be amended to correct those error* 

Penn roll Producing Co; Washing tor. DC 
FEX-0144 crude oi^ 

On April 7. 1977. the PEA issued a Supp*- 
mental Order to tbe Ftnnroll Producing 
Company which permitted the firm to sell st 
upper tier celling prices a portion of the 
crude oil produced from the Perry Saud 
Waterflood Unit. North Segment <lhe Unit) 
for the benefit of the working inter *-\t own¬ 
er*. Pennsoil Producing Co., 6 PEA Par- 

(April 7. 1977). Upon a review of that ortJ»r. 
the PEA determined that the amount of 
relief granted to Pennxoll had been b«ed on 
an erroneous calculation of tbe upper tier 
ceiling price for crude oll produced from 
the Unit, Accordingly, the PEA modified tb* 
Supplemental Order to Include th© correct 
upper tier ceiling price in calculating w» 
amount of relief which the firm should be 
granted. 

RxQtnewrs roa Exikjtion Racsivni Flow 
Natuxal Gas PxocrssoiU' 

The Office of Exceptions and Append ot toe 
Federal Energy Administration has l»snc0 
Decisions and Order* granting exception r*- 
lief from the provisions of 10 CFR 
the natural gas processor* listed beJovr. w 
exceptions granted permit the firms in * olr< J 
to increase the prices of the production J* 
the gas plants its led below to reflect certas 
non-product cost increases: 
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Summary Decisions 

Tbe FEA Office of Exceptions and Append 
has Issued Decisions and Order* vacating 
sup which had been granted to the follow- 
tog Arm* after a finding was made that the 
firm* had failed to comply with the express 
wndlUona of the Stay Order: 

gonroy OU Co.. OJktihoma Clip. Okla.; 
nX-0140 

Boyd OU Carp.: Contoocook. NH.: FAX-014J 

Msckellor, Inc., Oklahoma City. Okie.. 
TEX 0127 

The FEA Office of Exceptions and Appeal* 
tm Utned a Dec talon and Order vacating 
its Stay which had been grunted to the 
Marine Orm after It requested that the 
8uy be rescinded: 

Buck Drilling and Exploration; Oklahoma 
City. Ok la.; FAX-0/ 39 

The FEA Office of Exception* and Appeals 
has issued a Decision and Order rescinding 
U# Decision and Order which had granted 
exception relief to the following firm after a 
Hading was made that th$ relief was no 
longer required: 

Eobridpe Go* Co.; Mohrtdge. S. Dak.. 
FEX-013S 

DQMtSSAU 

The following submissions were dismissed 
following a statement by the applicant Indi¬ 
cating that the relief requested was no 

toegrr ueeded: 

Atlantic Richfield Co.; Dallas. Tex.; FXE-J7S4 
kafor OU Products ; Rome, Ga.; FEE 3622 
Bobert oistn: Gillette, Wyo.; FXA-1170 
Standard Oil Co. of Indiana; Chicago. III.: 
FT. A 12H 

The following submission waa dismissed on 
th* grounds that the firm had presented no 
JJW evidence or Information which had not 
&*ea included In 1U prior Application for 
8tay which was denied: 

t*fcir Bros,, inc,; Oklahoma City. Okla.; 
FST-0039 

Copies of the full text of these Decl- 
Jtotu and Orders arc available In the 
Public Docket Room of the Office of Pri- 
Hte Grievances and Redreas. Room 
|M20. 2000 M Street, N.W.. Washington. 
°C 20481. Monday through Friday, be¬ 


tween the hours of 1:00 p.m, and 5:00 
p.m.. e.s.t.. expect Federal holidays. They 
are also available in Energy Manage¬ 
ment: Federal Energy Guidelines, a 
commercially published loose leaf re¬ 
porter system. 

Dated* May 20. 1977 

Kmc J. Fygi. 

Ailing General Counsel 

| FR Dt** 77 14938 Filed 5-28-77:8:45 am| 


ISSUANCE OF DECISIONS AND ORDERS 

BY THE OFFICE OF EXCEPTIONS AND 

APPEALS 

Week of April 18 Through April 22. 1977 

Notice is hereby given that during the 
week of April 18 through April 22. 1977. 
the Decisions and Orders summarized 
below were issued with respect to Ap¬ 
peals and Applications for Exception or 
other relief filed with the Office of Ex¬ 
ceptions and Appeals of the Federal En¬ 
ergy Administration. The following sum¬ 
mary also contains a list of submissions 
which were dismissed by the Office of 
Exceptions and AppeaLs and the basis 
for the dismissal. 

Afpkaui 

John If. Cathey. Kimball, Sebr FRA-1244 
crude oil 

John H Cathey < Cathey i filed an Appeal 
from a Remedial Order which the Director 
of Compliance of FEA Region VII Issued to 
the firm cm March 14. 1977. In the Remedial 
Order, Cathey was required to refund the 
revenue* which It received by charging prices 
which were In excess of the maximum levels 
permitted tmder the FEA Mandatory Petro¬ 
leum Price Regulations. In considering the 
Appeal the FEA found that Cathey had failed 
to even allege that the March 14 Remedial 
Order was erroneous in fact or law or arbi¬ 
trary or capricious. Consequently, the FEA 
summarily denied the Appeal tn accordance 
with the provision* or 10 CFR 205.106< b> < l) 

on. 

Earl W. Sander; Emporia. Kan*. FRA-1108 

crude oil 

Earl W, Sauder (Sauder) Hied an Appeal 
from a Remedial Order which was Issued tn 


the firm by the Regional Administrator for 
FEA Region VII on November 4. 1978. The 
Remedial Order found that during the pe¬ 
riod November 1973 through December 1975, 
Sander had unlawfully obtained certain rev¬ 
enues from the sale of crude oil. The Reme¬ 
dial Order directed Sauder to immediately re¬ 
fund 9342.589 pitta interest for the past 
overcharges. The present Appeal. If granted, 
would result in a rescission of the Remedial 
Order and would relieve Sauder of his refund 
obligations. In considering the Appeal, the 
FEA found that Sauder‘s contention that the 
Remedial Order wa* procedurally defective 
was without merit. The FEA determined that 
contrary to Sauder* assertions. the Remedial 
Order properly considered the August 28. 
1976 regulatory provision which clarified the 
manner tn which the term "property** should 
be applied to crude oil operations. In his 
Appeal, Sauder further contended that the 
Remedial Order had Incorrectly failed to con¬ 
solidate the leases which he owns Into a 
single property. The FEA determined that 
Saucier * assertion constituted an equitable 
argument which was properly raised only In 
the context of an exceptions proceeding mid 
would be resolved In Sauder’s pending Ap¬ 
peal of a Decision which denied an Appli¬ 
cation for Exception that Sauder had previ¬ 
ously submitted on that matter. Further¬ 
more. the FEA concluded that the Regional 
Administrator had not abused hla adminis¬ 
trative discretion In holding Sauder solely 
liable for the overchargee set forth tn the 
Remedial Order. However, in light of the ad¬ 
verse financial Impact of an Immediate re¬ 
fund of the excessive revenues on Sauder s 
operations the FEA permitted Sander to 
complete his refund obligations over An ex¬ 
tended period of time. On the basis of these 
consideration*. the FEA dented Sauder** Ap¬ 
peal of the November 4 Remedial Order. 

General Distributors, Inc Snow Hilt, Md.; 

FRA-12S0, FRS-12S0 FMR 0098. propane 

Oeneral Distributors, Inc. hied an Appeal 
and nn Application for Stay of a Remedial 
Order which had been issued to the firm by 
FEA Region HI on February 23. 1977. In 
the Remedial Order, the FEA Couud that 
General had charged prices for propane that 
were In excess of maximum allowable level, 
specified In 10 CFR 212.93. The Remedial 
Order therefore directed General to refund 
the total amount of the overcharges. Gen¬ 
eral also died an Application for Modifica¬ 
tion of a Decision and Order which the 
FEA had previously issued with respect to 
an Application for Exception that the Arm 
had died. General Distributors. Inc.. 5 FKA 
Par (March 10. 1977). In the March 

10. 1977 Decision exception relief was ap¬ 
proved which permitted General to Increase 
Its maximum permissible selling price* for 
propane on a prospective basis. Tn it* Appli¬ 
cation for Modification. General requested 
that the relief be accorded on a retroactive 
basis as well. Since these submissions in¬ 
volved similar losues. they were consolidated 
for decision In a single proceeding. 

In considering General*» Application for 
Modification, the FEA concluded that there 
was some merit to the firm's contention 
that undue administrative delay had oc¬ 
curred in the processing of Its application 
for exception relief. The FEA found that 
over four months after the date upon which 
Oeneral first filed an Application for Ex¬ 
ception with FRA Region HI. FEA Region 
HI incorrectly forwarded the firm's excep¬ 
tion request to the National Office of Excep¬ 
tions and Appeals. The FEA further deter¬ 
mined that FEA Region Ill's Incorrect refer¬ 
ral of the exception application resulted In 
an unwarranted delay In processing Gen¬ 
eral's application for exception. According¬ 
ly. the FEA approved General's Application 


KOCftAl IEGISTE4 VOL 42. NO 102—THUftSOAY, MAY 36. 1977 









































27012 

for Modification and directed the Regional 
Administrator of FKA Region in to Issue a 
revised Remedial Order which contains a 
computation of the amount of revenues which 
General would have obtained if the excep¬ 
tion relief had been approved in a more 
timely manner. The FEA further directed 
that the refunds which General la required 
to make pursuant to the February 23. 1977 
Remedial Order be reduced by the amount 
of revenues which General lost as a result 
of the delay In processing Its request for 
exception- Consequently, the FEA also stayed 
the provisions of the February 23. 1977 Re¬ 
medial Order pending the Issuance of the 
revised Remedial Order and dismissed Gen¬ 
eral's Appeal of the February 23. 1977 

Remedial Order without prejudice to a re¬ 
filing subsequent to the issuance of the 
revised Remedial Order. 

Tcsoro Petroleum Corp : Washington, D.C 

FRA-IS4S; FRS-t245; Crude oil 

The Tssoro Petroleum Corporation filed an 
Appeal from a Remedial Order which was Is¬ 
sued to the firm on March 1. 1977. In the 
Remedial Order, the Deputy Regional Ad¬ 
ministrator of FEA Region VI determined 
that Tcsoro had failed to submit con¬ 
solidated Forma FKO-0O i the Monthly Coat 
Allocation Report) for the period February 
1974 through August 1975 as required by 
Section 212.126 of the FEA Regulations and 
the Instructions to Form FRO-96. The 
Remedial Order directed Teeoro to reflic 
consolidated Forms FBO-96 for the period 
December 1973 through August 1975 and 
to refile Its Forms FEO- M and FEA PI 10-M-l 
for all months subsequent to August 1975 
to reflect the adjustments In banked coats. 
In considering the Tesoro Appeal, the FEA 
determined that the FEA Regulations unam¬ 
biguously provide that a firm must con¬ 
solidate its refining operations In determin¬ 
ing the Increased costa which It has In¬ 
curred and the prices which It nuv charge 
for covered petroleum products. The FEA 
therefore found that the relevant provisions 
of the FEA Regulations, a* well as the In¬ 
structions to Form FEO-P6, clearly required 
that each refiner submit a single consoli¬ 
dated Form FEO-Ofl for each month The 
FEA concluded that the March 1, 1977. 
Remedial Order properly found that Tbsoco's 
failure to submit a stnvle. consolidated Form 
FBO-96 for each month during the Decem¬ 
ber 1973 through August 1975 period con¬ 
stituted a violation of explicit provisions 
or the FEA Regulations. Moreover, the FEA 
also determined that contrary to Traoro** 
claim, its submission of a certification which 
states that the amended forms have been 
prepared in a manner which is correct, 
complete, and in accordance with the provi¬ 
sions of the FEA Regulations would not con¬ 
stitute an admission by the firm that the 
forms which it previously submitted were 
falsely prepared The Teeoro Appeal was 
therefore denied 

Rr QUESTS FOB KXOXPTIOM 

BDCO Research Associates; Neucastte. Wyo.; 

FEE-J55I. Crude Oil 

BDCO Research Associates filed an Appli¬ 
cation for Exception which. If granted, would 
permit the firm to terminate Its crude oil 
supplier, purchaser relationship with the Na¬ 
tional Cooperative Refinery Association 
(NCRA). In Its submission, EDCO. a small 
*n/i independent crude oil producer, alleged 
U\»± for a fifteen month period. NCRA had 
paid it 13 cents per barrel leas than the max¬ 
imum lawful price for crude oil produced 
from the Zerbet Lease. In order to obtain 
a higher price. KDCO took appropriate steps 
under the provisions of 8ectlon 211.63(d) 


NOTICES . 

(Ill) to locate another purchser for the crude 
oil. However, prior to EDCO's obtaining a 
written agreement from a new purchaser 
of the crude oil. NCRA notified EDCO that 
it wsa willing to pay the maximum permis¬ 
sible price for the crudo oil produced from 
the Zerbat Lease. Accordingly. EDCO re¬ 
quested an exception from the provisions of 
Section 211.63 In order to terminate Its re* 
latfonshlp with NCRA. In considering the 
firm's exception request, the FRA noted that 
in previous cases the FKA permitted the 
termination of a supplier'purchaser rela¬ 
tionship upon a finding that the relationship 
had deteriorated to such a significant ex¬ 
tent that the applicant's operations would 
be seriously affected by a continuation of the 
base period relationship. Termination of a 
base period supply relationship has also been 
approved where a strong showing has been 
made that the firm's operations would be 
scrloualy Impaired os a result of the FEA 
regulatory requirements. No such showing 
w-ae made on the basis of tho facts presented 
In this case and the EDCO exception appli¬ 
cation was accordingly denied. 

Getty Oil Co .. Washington. D.C.; FEE J J6J; 

Refined Petroleum Products 

The Oetty Oil Company filed on Applica¬ 
tion for Exception from tho provisions of 
10 CPR 212.83(c) (2) which, if granted, would 
permit the firm to deduct the volume of fluid 
petroleum coke that It produces from the 
total volume of all petroleum products It 
produces in computing the amount of Its 
increased costs of crude oil allocable to cov¬ 
ered products. In its Application for Excep¬ 
tion Getty stated that, as a result of the low 
value of the fluid petroleum coke It pro¬ 
duce* at Its Delaware City refinery, it has 
not been able to reflect In Its sale* price for 
that product a coat factor which Is equiva¬ 
lent to the Increased crude oil costs which 
It was required to allocate to the coke under 
the allocation formula set forth In 10 CFR 
212.83(c)(2). Getty stated that in response 
to that situation it has stockpiled coke and 
refrained from selling the product In con¬ 
sidering Getty's Application for Exception, 
the FRA noted that Identical contentions 
had previously been advanced by the firm in 
a similar submission and that exception re¬ 
lief had been granted In the post. Getiy Oil 
Co.. 2 FEA Par &L231 (August 4, 1975) How¬ 
ever. the FEA noted that Getty's current 
submission was significantly different from 
the eartler proceeding since an amendment 
to the crude oil cost allocation formulae 
which became effective on January 19, 1977, 
bad eliminated the inequity which led to the 
previous approval of exception relief. That 
amendment requires Getty and all other re¬ 
finera to allocate increased crude oil costs on 
the basis of the volume of produced refined 
rather than on the basis of the volume of 
products sold. As a result of this regulatory 
change. Getty la now required to allocate In¬ 
creased crude oil ooetm to all of the products 
it refines. Including fluid petroleum coke, re- 
gardleoa of whether it sella those products. 
Consequently, the FRA concluded that the 
two factor* upon which Its prior determina¬ 
tion waa predicated— the existence of a disin¬ 
centive for Getty to market Its production of 
petroleum ooke and the disproportionate 
burden to the purchaser?! of covered prod¬ 
ucts from Getty —had been eliminated by 
the January 19. amendment. Accordingly. 
Getty's Application for Exception was de¬ 
nied. 

Power Test Corp.: Washington. D.C.. FP1- 

0100 ; F PI-0 111; Motor Gasoline 

Power Test Corporation filed an Applica¬ 
tion for Exception from the provisions of 10 
CTB 21335(c) which. If granted, would per¬ 


mit the firm to Import an average of 4 s:a 
barrels per day of motor gasoline Into Dtx- 
trlcts I-IV on a license fee-exempt bast* dur¬ 
ing the 1973-1977 allocation period Power 
Test also filed a similar Application for Ex¬ 
ception In which It requested the same daily 
average fee-exempt authority for the 197T- 
1978 allocation period In considering the** 
exception requests and the data tubmiited 
by Power Test, the PEA found that although 
the profitability of the firm * marketing din. 
slon had declined In recent periods, thr prof¬ 
itability of Its total, petroleum-related op¬ 
erations had not been appreciably below his¬ 
toric levels, The information submit ted b j 
Power Test further demonstrated that 
the primary re&rou for the decline In the 
firm's profit Lability waa the Increase in prices 
for motor gasoline of the firm's supplier:! The 
FKA therefore concluded that Power Test had 
not demonstrated that It was experiencing 
the type of financial hardship and competi¬ 
tive difficulty which had supported the ap¬ 
proval of exception relief from the payment 
of license feet In previous cases. In addi¬ 
tion. the FEA found that Power Test had not 
submitted any evidence which supported its 
claim that Its customers would experience 
supply shortage* If the firm did not obtain 
exception relief. Based on these considera¬ 
tions, the FEA denied Power Test’s exception 
requests. 

F. H Rhea; Tulsa, Okla.. FRB-3526. Crude 
Oil 

F. H. Rhee* (Rheea) filed an Application 
for Exception which, tf granted, would per¬ 
mit Rhees to sell the crude oil produced from 
the Glass-Paxton, Glass-Newcomb. OlnM- 
Hart and University Lease* without recard 
to the maximum price levels specified In 19 
CFR Part 212. Subpart D. The except km re¬ 
quest. If granted, would also penni*. Rhee* 
to retroactively Increase the price for the 
crude oil wblch he has already produced and 
sold from these leases. In his exception ap¬ 
plication, Rhees specifically requested thsl 
the leases be considered as qualifying a* 
"stripper well properties.*' as that term is 
defined In Section 2)2.54. Tn his Application. 
Rheen stated that the lenses had not been in 
operation for twelve consecutive months a* 
would generally be required. In applying the 
precedent established In Great Southern Oil 
<4 Gas Co ., lac., 8 FEA Par. 83.111 (February 
27, 1976), the FEA determined that Rhees 
had presented no financial materials to abow 
that It had an insufficient economic incentive 
to continue production from the Paxton 
Hart and University Leases until the** lew** 
qualified a* stripper well properties The FEA 
also found that any economic disincentive 
which Rhees might experience with regard l o 
the continued production of crude oil from 
the Newcomb Lease did not result from the 
FEA Regulations and would consequent not 
be alleviated by exception relief. Further* 
more, the FKA determined that Rfce** 
submitted no data to support bis contention 
that the FEA Regulations had created an 
economic disincentive for the drilling 
additional wells on the properties On the 
baAls of these considerations, Rhee*’ ex cep- 
tlon request was denied. 

Tec As Production Co.. Inc.; La/av't*?- La * > 
FEE-3558. Crude Oil 

Tbche Production Company, rnc., filed an 
Application for Exception from the Pf***" 
sions of 10 CFR Part 212, Bubpart D. whlcn. 
if granted, would permit the firm to 
the crude oU produced from the Johnson 
Heirs No. 2 well (the Johnson well) at 
tier celling prices. According to the Teca* 
submission the firm would have no 
nomlc irentl*. to roplr th. tuMh* v */£ 
sums production from the Johnson well « 
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lM absence of exception relief. In consider- 
tn< the Tech# submission. the FEA deter¬ 
mined that a substantial quantity of crude 
oU could be reoovered from the Johnson well 
Lf Techo were to make the capital Invest¬ 
ment necessary to repair the well. The FEA 
Abo determined that since Teche waa limited 
to charging the lower tier celling price for 
the mide oil produced from the Johnson 
veil, the Arm would receive a negative re¬ 
turn on the capital investment necessary to 
reftore production from the lease. In order 
to encourage the Arm to recover the crude 
oA underlying the lease, the FEA deter¬ 
mined that exception rellof should be 
granted. The FEA concluded that in this par¬ 
ticular case these objectives could be 
Achieved by permitting Teche to sell 10.330 
barrel* of crude oU which It produces for 
lbs benefit of the working Interest owner 
from the Johnson well at upper tier ceiling 
prices over the remaining three and one-half 
year life of the project. 

Tciecoy Inc.: Houston. Tex.: FEE-4844; Nat¬ 
ural Gat Liquid Products 

Texaco. Inc. filed an Applicatio n fo r Ex- 
teptloa from the provisions of 10 CFR 212.- 
1$S which. If granted, would permit the firm 
to increase the total non-product coets 
vhJch are available for recovery through the 
prices it charges for general refinery prod¬ 
ucts. The requested price Increases are de¬ 
signed lo enable Texaco to pass through 
non-product cost increases Incurred at 
Texaco’* Lignite Oas Plant prior to Texaco's 
sale of rhnt plant on December 31. 1070. In 
a Decision and Order which It Issued to 
Tkxaco on October 20. 1073. the FEA found 
thst Texaco's non-product costs at the 
Lignite Plant had increased between the 
fiscal quarter that included the month of 
May 1973 and Texaco's movt recently com¬ 
pleted fiscal period by an amount substan¬ 
tially in excess of the $0,003 per gallon pass- 
through permitted under Section 212.163. 
0a the basis of this finding, the FEA 
granted Texaco exception relief which 
permitted the firm to Increase in each month 
from the date of the Order unUl December 
II. 1976. the total non-product coats 
•Tillable for recovery In the prices it 
rbarpred for general refinery products. The 
iprcific cost passthrough amount was to be 
calculated by multiplying the volume in 
f&fiohr. of natural gas liquids produced at 
U># Lignite Plant In that month by $0.0663 
rrjcoo, Inc., 4 FEA Par. 83.130 (October 29. 
1976r In a Decision and Order which It ls- 
«*d to Texaco on December 29, 1976. the 
f*A extended that exception relief for the 
period January 1, 1977, through March 30. 
J9T7 Texaco. Inc.. 5 FEA Par. 83.031 (Decem¬ 
ber 29. 1976). In Its Application for Excep¬ 
tion, Texaco requested that the exception 
panted to the Arm with respect to the Llg- 
Plant be modified. Texaco staled that 
b*c*u*e it sold the plant on December 31. 
197$, *nd consequently has had no produc- 
ttofi from the plant since that date. It la 
tot able to Increase the nou-produot coets 
ivtUable for recovery during the period Jan- 
<»ry through March 1977 to reflect the non- 
ptoduet co*t increases which It had Incurred 
the Lignite Oas Plant. Texaco claimed 
that this result Is grossly Inequitable, and 
jomrnry to the intent of the prior Decisions. 
*o considering the Texaco request, the FEA 
toUd that the exception relief which It 
pants to gas plant owners Is intended to 
Pf®vide an Incentive for oontlnued and pos- 
Mbly increased production from gas plants 
*to PKA further observed that this type of 
U generally not designed to permit a 
firm to recover through increased prices the 
,J tal value of the Increased coets which It 
*** burred In a prior period. Since Texaco 


did not provide any arguments which In¬ 
dicated that the FEA should depart from 
these precedents, the Texaco request for ex¬ 
ception was denied. 

Requests fob Modification ot Rmcwwox 

Getty OU Co.; Hew York. N.Y.; F MR-4095; 

Ctude oil 

The dotty Oil Company filed an Applica¬ 
tion for Modification or Rescission of f Deci¬ 
sion and Order which the FEA issued to the 
firm on March 16, 1977. Getty Oil Co.. 5 FEA 

Par .(March 16. 1977). In the March 

16 determination the FKA denied a request 
for discovery which the firm had submitted 
In connection with deity's pending Appeal 
of an August 12, 1976 Remedial Order. The 
discovery request consisted of two distinct 
categories of material. The first category con¬ 
sisted of information and documents which 
Getty claimed were necessary In order to 
properly enable the firm to substantiate its 
argument that improper Congressional inter¬ 
ference had occurred with the FEA adjudi¬ 
cative process The second category consisted 
of Information which Oetty asserted would 
generally support certain arguments which 
the firm has previously raised In connection 
with Its Appeal. In considering the request, 
the FEA first found that Oetty had failed to 
demonstrate that the FEA's previous deter¬ 
mination with respect to discovery of docu¬ 
ments relating to the allegations of Congres¬ 
sional Interference should be modified. As 
to the remainder of the matertal which Oetty 
sought In Its Interrogatories, the FKA deter¬ 
mined that most of the firm's request was 
overly broad and unnecessary to enable Oet¬ 
ty to prepare an adequate Appeal of the Re¬ 
medial Order. However, in view of the magni¬ 
tude of the celling price violation specified In 
the Remedial Order, and in view of the fact 
that Oetty cannot effectively challenge the 
"transfer price" values used to calculate that 
violation unless It U given access to the data 
bos# and assumption* which were used to 
derive the "transfer prices." the PEA con¬ 
cluded that the Office of Compliance should 
be required to furnish certain of the Infor¬ 
mation In Oetty's Interrogatory No. 11 per¬ 
taining to the "transfer price" issue. The 
Request for Modification was therefore 
granted in part and denied in part, 

Rcquest* roa Stay 

Braden-Zenith, Inc,. Wichita . Kane.; FRS- 

1258. Crude Oil 

Bradcn-Zentth. Inc (B-Z). filed an Appli¬ 
cation for Stay of a revised Remedial Order 
which the Director of the Compliance Divi¬ 
sion of FEA Region VII ts*ued to Uie firm on 
March 30, 1977. On September 31. 1976, the 
Regional Administrator of FEA Region VII 
had issued a Remedial Order to B-Z In which 
he round that during the period November 
1973 through December 1973. B-Z sold the 
crudo oil which it produced from the Zenith 
Waterflood Unit (the Unit) at prices which 
were in excess of the maximum permissible 
price levels determined In accordance with 
the provisions of 6 CFR 130 334 and 10 CFR 
212.73. In a DecLslon and Order which was 
issued on January 13. 1977. the FEA partially 
granted an Appeal which B-Z had filed from 
the Remedial Order and remanded the Re¬ 
medial Order to the Regional Administrator 
of FEA Region VIT for further consideration 
as to whether a revised Remedial Order 
should be Issued to B-Z which assesses an 
overcharge liability against each of the work¬ 
ing Interest owners of the Unit. Braden - 
Zenith. Inc.. 6 PEA Par. 80.322 (January 14. 
1977). In response, FEA Region VII Issued a 
Remedial Order to B-Z on March 30. 1977. 


which requires the firm to refund the full 
amount of the overcharge liability. The pres¬ 
ent stay request. If granted, would relieve 
B-Z of 1U obligations to make the specified 
refunds pending a determination on (U Ap¬ 
peal of the revised Remedial Order. In con¬ 
sidering the request for stay, the FEA con¬ 
cluded that B-Z had raised substantial Issues 
concerning the proprietary of the Remedial 
Order B Z also ma te a strong showing that 
it could Incur an Irreparable Injury as a re¬ 
sult of the requirement that It make the 
specified refunds. The FEA therefore held 
that B-Z satisfied the criteria set‘forth In 
Genera! Crude Oil Co. 3 PEA Far 85.640 
(June 25. 1976* for the approval ot a stay of 
the refund requirements of a Remedial Or¬ 
der. The FKA also determined on the basts 
of the material presented, that It would be 
Inappropriate to reoulre t*e establishment 
of an escrow account In this case. 

Robert K. Davit; G~cat Bend. Kant.; FES- 
4072: Crude Oil 

Robert E Davis (Davis) filed an Applica¬ 
tion for Stay in which he requested that the 
FKA refrain from issuing a Remedial Order to 
him pending a determination on an Applica¬ 
tion for Exception which he also filed. In con¬ 
sidering the Application for Stay, the FEA 
noted that at the present time. Davis has re¬ 
ceived orfly an NOPV and Is therefore not re¬ 
quired to refund any overcharges or take any 
other action The FKA also found that Davta' 
submission did not satisfy any of tho criteria 
for granting an application for stay such as 
demonstrating that he would Incur an Ir¬ 
reparable Injury in the absence of stay relief. 
Accordingly, the Davis request for stay was 
dismissed. 

Quincy Oil, Inc ; Quincy Mat*; FRS 4060; 
No 6 Fuel Oil 

On November 28. 1976. the Federal Energy 
Administration Issued a Decision and Order 
to Quincy Oil Inc. (Quincy) staying the re¬ 
fund provisions of a November 2. 1976 Re¬ 
medial Order pending the FEA’s determina¬ 
tion with respect to an Appeal that Quincy 
filed from the Remedial Order. Quincy Oil. 
Inc.. 4 FEA Par 83.037 (November*, 1970). 
Tho Stay was granted on the condition that. 
Quincy deposit the overcharges set forth In 
the Remedial Order in an escrow account. On 
March 31. 1977, the FEA issued a Decision and 
Order denying Quincy's Appeal of the Re¬ 
medial Order. Qufnov Oil, Inc., 5 FEA Par. 
-.(March 31, 1977) The March 31 Or¬ 

der provided for the termination of the Stay 
and contained a directive that the funds be 
disbursed to the Taunton Municipal Light¬ 
ing Plant (Taunton) on April 30. 1977. On 
April 11. 1977. Quincy filed-an Application for 
Exception which, if granted, would result In 
the elimination of the overcharge violations 
set forth in the Remedial Order. The FEA 
concluded that i^ the escrow funds were to 
be distributed to Taunton prior to a deter¬ 
mination on Quincy's Application for Ex¬ 
ception. Quincy might encounter an In¬ 
ordinate degree of difficulty In recovering the 
funds in the event that It Is ultimately suc¬ 
cessful on the merits of it* Application. The 
FEA therefore Issued an Order providing that 
the November 28, 1978. Stay shall remain In 
effect pending the FEA's determination of 
Quincy’s exception request 

Supi*LraraNTAi. Oiuirxs 

Austral Oil Co., Inc,; Houston. Tex.; FF.X- 
0141; Crude Oil 

On March 2. 1977 the Federal Energy Ad¬ 
ministration issued a Decision and Order to 
Austral Oil Company. Inc. (Austral), which 
granted the firm prospective exception relief 
from the provisions of 10 CFR Part 212, Sub- 
part D. Austral Oil Co., Inc 5 FEA Par. 
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_(March 2, 1077). Since the exception 

relief granted in the March 2 Order uru biuod 
In pert on the upper tier celling price which 
haa substantially changed since the Order 
vm issued and since the FEA also failed to 
take Into account the revenues which Aus¬ 
tral had realized from the property during 
1075 and 1076. the FEA determined that it 
was appropriate to modify the exception re¬ 
lief U> correct these errors. The FEA there¬ 
fore recalculated Che exception relief to per¬ 
mit Austral to sell sufficient amounts of crude 
U1 produced from the property at upper tier 
price levels to obtain a 15 percent return on 
the firm's investments. 

David Crete; Shret'tport, La.; FKX-41S0; 

Crude Oil 

On February 17. 1977, the Federal Energy 
Administration issued a Decision and Order 
to David Crow (Crow) which granted in part 
an Appeal which Crow had filed from a Re¬ 
medial Order Issued to him by the Deputy 
Regional Administrator of FEA Region VI. 
David Crow, 5 FEA Par. 80.540 (February 17. 
1077). In the February 17 determination, 
the matter was remanded to the Regional Ad¬ 
ministrator of FEA Regton VI who was In¬ 
structed to reconsider the level of overcharge* 
aa&ev;rd and Issue a revised Remedial Order 
to Crow within 45 days. On April 15. 1977. 
the Deputy Regional Administrator of FEA 
Region VI notified the Office of Exceptions 
and Appeals that 60 additional days would 
be required for the preparation and Issuance 
of a revised Remedial Order. After reviewing 
the record In this matter, the FEA deter¬ 
mined that the February 17. 1077. Order 
should be modified to specify that a revised 
Remedial Order shall be issued by the Re¬ 
gional Administrator within 105 days of the 
Issuance of the February 17 Order. 

Husky Oil Co. of Delaware; Denver, Colo.; 

FEX-4145 crude oil 

On June 21. 1076 and December 15. 1976. 
the FEA granted an exception to the Husky 
Oil Company of Delaware Which relieved 
the firm of any obligation to purchase en¬ 
titlements during the period June through 
December 1076. Doth the June 21 and De¬ 
cember 15 Orders stated that a review of 
Husky's actual financial operating results 
would be conducted at the end of the firm’s 
December 31. 1976 fiscal year, to determine 
whether Husky received excessive benefits as 
a result of the exception relief which had 
been approved. The Orders further stated 
that If Husky did receive excessive entitle¬ 
ments exception relief during its 1076 fiscal 
year, an adjustment would be made and the 
firm would be required to purchase addi¬ 
tional entitlements to account for the exces¬ 
sive benefits. In reviewing the entitlements 
exception relief provided to Husky during 
Its 1976 fiscal year, the FEA determined that 
Husky did not attain either It* historical 
profit margin or Its historical return on in¬ 
vested capital during Its entire 1976 fiscal 
year Sirica Husky had received 100 percent 
exception relief from the Entitlement* Pro¬ 
gram and had not exceeded its historical 
profit margin or historical return on Invested 
capital, the FEA concluded that no adjust¬ 
ment to the firm’s 1976 entitlement* excep¬ 
tion relief was necessary. 

OKC CorpWashington, D.C .; F EX-4109 

crude oil 

On June 21. 1976 the FEA granted an Ap¬ 
plication for Exception which the OKC Cor¬ 
poration had filed thereby permitting the 
firm to offset its entitlement* purchase obli¬ 
gation during the months of April. May. and 
June 1976 sgalnst Its entitlements sales obli¬ 
gation during the July through September 
1976 period. The June 21 Order stated that a 
review of OKC's actual financial operating 
results would be conducted at the end of 


the firm’s fiscal year to determine whether 
OKC had received excessive benefits as a re¬ 
sult of the exception relief which had been 
approved. In reviewing the entitlements ex¬ 
ception relief granted to OKC. the FRA noted 
that the relief granted to tho firm in the 
June 21 Order was Intended to alleviate the 
disruptive impact that the Entitlements Pro¬ 
gram would have on the firm’s operations as 
a result of the change In It* crude oil supply. 
Since the financial data submitted by OKC 
appeared to indicate that this result had been 
achieved, the FEA concluded that no adjust¬ 
ment to OKC’S 1976 entitlements exception 
relief wu necessary. 

Sunland Refining Corp.; Lon Angeles, Calif.; 
rEX-4149 crude oil 

On December 16. 1976. the FEA granted 
Sunland Refining Corporation exception re¬ 
lief which reduced by $798,180 per month the 
firm’s obligation to purchase entitlement* 
under the provisions of the SnUUemonts 
Program during each month of the period 
December 1976 through May 1977. On April l. 
1977. the PEA Informed Sunland of Its In¬ 
tention to rescind the exception on the 
ground* that the factual basis underlying 


the approval of exception relief had change 
to a substantial extent. In the present 3 up* 
plemental Order the FEA determined 15 ^ 
as a result of a new contract which SuiiIjumJ 
enured into subsequent to the issuance o( 
the December 15 Order for the purchase of 
crude oil. Sunland now anticipate* It will be 
a net seller of entitlement* for lu tnUn 
1977 fiscal year (U H the period January 1 
through December 31, 1977). and will no: in¬ 
cur any obligation to purchase enm>mtuu 
during tho period January 1 through March 
31, 1977. The December 15 Order was there¬ 
fore modified and the exception wa* revoked 
with respect to the months of January 
through March 1977. 

Requests rent Rxcvmow Rtcnvni Pros 
NATVSAL Oa* PSOCX3SCSA 

Tho Office of Exceptions and Appeals of 
the Federal Energy Administration ha* Is¬ 
sued Decision* and Orders granting excep¬ 
tion relief from the provisions of 10 CPU 
212.165 to the natural gas processor* h$ud 
below The exceptions granted permit the 
firms Involved to increase the price* of the 
production of the gas plants listed below to 
reflect certain non-product cost Iscreiun: 


Cura puny 


Ca*> No. 


Arronnt 
oi p rim 

Plant 1 ?i-«*w 

In <H'*n 
p»-r rdlrni 


Cabot Corp.. 


Donr TYtn>Vtun. Tor. 


... FKR-JKM 
FUR-382? 

Hoavr-r 

K*«* ... 

am 

FEE-tt/H 

' 



TwTrbfiri* . • «««• • •«• *«• »•••■■ 


FKK'JKS 

.... 

.00* 

T EK-M0 

Walton.. . 

.ana 

... FXK-4011 

_ 

.flLUQ 

FXR-4PI2 

HtmtsenM ...—. 



Dismissals 

The following submissions wore dismissed 
following a statement by tho applicant In¬ 
dicating that the relief requested wa* no 
longer needed: 

George A. Barnard. Eureka. Kans.; FFE-3970 
Louis Kahan; Washington. D.C.; FRT-4041 
The following submission was dismissed for 
failure to correct deficiencies in the firm’s 
filing as required by the FEA Procedural Reg¬ 
ulations: 

C A K Oil Co.; Beckley, W. Va.; FEE-3993 
The following Petition for Special Redress 
and Application for Stay were dismissed for 
failure to demonstrate that in accordance 
with the provision* of 10 CFR 210.91(d) the 
circumstances concerning a Special Report 
Order Issued to the firm were so exceptional 
that an Immediate review was warranted to 
correct substantial errora of law, or to pre¬ 
vent substantial injury to legal rights or cure 
a gross abuse of administrative discretion: 

Phillips Petroleum Co.; Bartlesville , Okie.; 
FSG-4441 . FES-4095 

The following aubml*udon was dismissed on 
the grounds that the issues raised are cur¬ 
rently being considered In a more appro¬ 
priate proceeding pending before the Office of 
Exception* and Appeals: 

Southland OU Co.;/VGS Corp.; Washington. 
D C.: FMR-0046 

Copies of the full text of these Deci¬ 
sion* and Orders are available in the 
Public Docket Room of the Office of 
Private Grievances and Redress. Room 
B-120. 2000 M Street, N.W.. Washington. 
D.C. 20461, Monday through Friday, be¬ 
tween the hours ol 1:00 p.m. and 5:00 
pjn.. e.d.t.. except Federal holiday*. 
They are also available in Energy Man¬ 


agement: Federal Energy Guidelines, a 
commercially published loose leaf re¬ 
porter system. 

Dated: May 20.1977. 

Eric J. Fret. 
Acting General Counsel 
|FR Doc.77-14043 Filed 5-25 77; 8:45 am] 


ISSUANCE OF DECISIONS AND ORDERS 
BY THE OFFICE OF EXCEPTIONS AND 
APPEALS 

Week of April 11 Through April 15. 1977 

Notice is hereby given that durliu th* 
week of April 11 through April 15. 1977, 
the Decisions and Orders summarised 
below were issued with respect to Appeal! 
and Applications for Exception or oiher 
relief filed with the Office of Exceptions 
and Appeals of the Federal Energy Ad¬ 
ministration. The following summary 
also contains a list of submissions which 
were dismissed by the Office of Excep¬ 
tions and Appeals and the basis for the 
dismissal. 


Acr cal* 

Gulf OU Corp.; Tulsa. Okla : FEA 1053; 
motor gasoline 

Gulf Oil Corporation appealed ^ovn * 
Decision and Order which the FKA 
Mid-Michigan Truck Service, toe, on 
ber 6, 1976. Mid-Michigan Truck Service /^» 
4 FKA Par 87.016 (October 6. 1976). 

Order the FEA approved an extension or 
exception relief which It had initially ***** 
on February 13. 1976. Mid- Michigan Truce 
Service , Inc^ 3 FEA Par. 83,100 (F$bru*ry 1* 
1076). modified. Mid-Michigan Truck Service, 
Inc . 3 FEA Par, 83.107 (May 20. 1976) »« 
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tto* February 13 determination, the PEA 
greeted Clut/ to cease supplying Mid-Michi¬ 
gan with motor gasoline through an un- 
afflllsted Arm pursuant to the supplier sub- 
»U*.uUod provisions of 10 CPR 211.25 and to 
MflQ supplying Mid-Michigan directly. The 
PEA found that Gulf's use of a substituted 
igpplitr caused Mid-Michigan to pay sub- 
funtlslly higher prices for gasoline and re¬ 
tailed in a serious financial hardship to 
lOd-Michlgan. The May 20. 1076 Bupple- 
■vnui Order required Gulf to calculate the 
terms and conditions of Its sale of motor 
fuolins to Mid-Michigan by using the actual 
selling price and credit terms which were In 
«gftt on May 15. 1973 between Gulf and 
Uid-Mlchigan. In considering the Gulf Ap¬ 
peal. the FKA rejected Gulfs coutentlon that 
It could not determine the basis for the con¬ 
cision which the PEA reached In the prior 
dtcitlon that Mid-Michigan would incur an 
additional cost of at least 6.84 cents per gal¬ 
lon for motor gasoline purchased from the 
ra fasti luted supplier. The PEA observed that 
Oe price data contained In the October 6 
Decbion came from Mid-Michigan's applica¬ 
tion. that Gulf had received a copy of that 
application and therefore had an appropriate 
opportunity to contest the matter. The PEA 
iho found that. In determining the financial 
impset on Mid-Michigan of Oulfs use of a 
vobrtthited supplier. It Is appropriate to 
coapare the price which Mid-Michigan would 
hare to pay for the motor gasoline It pur¬ 
chased from the Bestrom Oil Company, the 
nbstltutcd supplier, with the price at which 
ti would be able to obtain that product 
directly from Gulf. The PEA therefore con- 
ciudrd that Gulf failed to demonstrate that 
the October 6 Decision was erroneous In fact 
cr law, or was arbitrary or capricious and 
accordingly denied the firm's Appeal 

tewrisna Lund and Exploration Co.; Wash¬ 
ington, DC.: FBA-1049: Refined Petro¬ 
leum Products 

The Louisian* Land and Exploration Com- 
ptay tUAE) appealed from a Decision and 
Order which the FKA Issued to It on Octo¬ 
ber 15, 1076. Louisiana Land and Exploration 
Ca, 4 FEA Par. 83,149 (October 15, 1978). In 
tha October 15 Decision, exception relief was 
pasted which permitted LLAJS to establish 
prices for Its covered products during Janu¬ 
ary 1976 which exceeded the firm's maximum 
aUewable price levels. In approving this 
flrtW. the FEA noted that In January 1976. 

first full mouth In which LL&E operated 
Ita new refinery, the firm would be required 
to tall refined products at or near May 15, 
price levels. The PEA found that this 
ahuatlon would cause LLAE to Incur a sub- 
»Ufitla« operating deficit and affect the com* 
pttiilvc market equilibrium. On the basis of 
analysis of those factors, the FEA con¬ 
cealed that exception relief was warranted. 

as a condition of the exception 
»haf, UAE was required to deduct from 
*• bank of unrecouped increased costs the 
nvenuitt which it realised in January 1976 
u • ftstilt of charging prices that were in 
of its May 15, 1973 prices. In consld- 
•JJJ the LLAE Appeal, the FKA found that, 
wttrary to LIAE’e claim, the requirement 
«at LUtK reduce ita banks by the amount 
<* costs which it actually passed through 
“*» aot denied the firm tho opportunity to 
JJ? through all of 1U increased costs nor 
w* the requirement constitute a departure 
*** precedents Involving refinery acqutol- 
ooos Nevertheless, the PEA determined that 
> requirement would result in a gross tn- 
•Jonty to the firm. In arriving at this do ter- 
™atton, the PEA notsd that LLAK was tech- 
^^7 classified as a refiner In existence on 
1973 by virtue of Its natural gaa 
™®wbxg activities and was therefore sub- 

' *> the new item rule applicable to exist¬ 


ing refiner* when It sold refined products 
for the first time from Its Mobile refinery. 
However, the application of that rule In 
LLAK's case resulted In the firm being re¬ 
quired to sell Its products at May 15. 1973 
price levels In contrast, new refiners which 
were not previously operating natural gas 
plants are permitted to charge prevailing 
market prices In their first month of opera¬ 
tion. The FEA determined that If LL&E were 
not Urea ted as a new refiner and were re¬ 
quired to refund the revenues which it real¬ 
ised from charging market prices in January 
1976. a significant disincentive could be 
created to the construction of new refineries 
by natural gas processors, and LL&K would 
experience a gross Inequity by vtrtuc of the 
application of the new item rule to ibi cir¬ 
cumstances. The FEA therefore granted the 
Appeal and rescinded the requirement that 
LI/AE reduce its bank of unrecouped in¬ 
creased costa In the manner specified in the 
October 15 Declston and Order. 

M. J. Mitchell; Campbell Countp. Wyo .; 

FXA-1147; Crude Oil 
M. J. Mitchell (Mitchell) appealed from 
a Decision and Order which the FEA Issued 
on December 17. 1976 M. J. Mitchell. 4 FRA 
Par. 83.250 (December 17, 1978). In that 
determination, the FKA granted the firm's 
request for an extension of exception relief 
and permitted Mitchell to sell 2! 612 percent 
of the crude oil which It produces from the 
Mitchell State Mlnnllusa Sand Unit located 
In Campbell County, Wyoming (the Unit) 
at upper tier celling prices for a period of 
six months. The Mitchell Appeal. If granted, 
would permit Mitchell to sell 41.24 percent 
of the crude oil production at upper tier 
prices. In Its Appeal. Mitchell claimed that 
the FEA had failed to reffeet In Its compu¬ 
tation of the level of exception relief the 
Increased depreciation costs which Mitchell 
had Incurred. In addition. Mitchell con¬ 
tended that. In calculating the level of elec¬ 
tricity costs experienced In the operation of 
the Unit, the FKA utilized an Inappropriate 
reference period. 

In considering Mitchell's arguments with 
respect to depreciation expenses, the FEA 
noted that It had considered and rejected 
this type of contention on a number of pre¬ 
vious occasions. The FEA determined that 
Mitchell had not submitted any material 
which would Indicate that the FEA should 
depart from Its customary treatment of de¬ 
preciation expenses In this particular case. 
In considering Mitchell's argument with re¬ 
spect to the reference period utilized In 
calculating the Unit's current electricity ex¬ 
penses, the FEA observed that In similar 
cases it has used the fiscal period Immedi¬ 
ately preceding the date of the exception 
application for the purpose of measuring the 
current level of costs. Although other refer¬ 
ence periods have been utilized where a 
showing has been made that anomalous 
events occurred during the usual reference 
periods which distorted the use of those 
periods In the exceptions analysis. Mitchell's 
assertion that one expense Item was some¬ 
what lower than usual during the reference 
period did not constitute that type of a show¬ 
ing. The FEA therefore denied Mitchell's 
Appeal. 

Sew York dtp Transit Authority; Brooklyn , 
N.Y* F FA-1235; Freedom of information 

The New York City Transit Authority 
(NYCTA) appealed from an Order Issued by 
the Information Access Officer of the FEA 
which denied In part a Request for Informa¬ 
tion which NYCTA had filed under the Free¬ 
dom of Information Act. 5 U.8.C. 562. In it* 
Request for Information, NYCTA sought cer¬ 
tain documents pertaining to an FEA In¬ 


vestigation of a Complaint which NYCTA 
had filed against Standard Oil Company (In¬ 
diana) The FEA found that the NYCTA 
Appeal failed to Identify with particularity 
the alleged errors In fact or law which oc¬ 
curred in the determination being appealed, 
or to advance specific arguments in support 
of those contentions. The NYCTA Appeal 
was therefore dismissed and NYCTA was 
given leavo to file an amended Appeal which 
corrects these deficiencies within 15 days. 

OKC Corp . Washington. DC.: FXA-flDt; 

Crude Oil 

The OKC Corporation filed an Appeal from 
a Decision and Order which the FEA Issued 
to the firm on November 23. 1976. OJTC Corp^ 
4 FEA Par, 83,208 (November 22, 1976). In 
that determination, the FKA denied an Ap¬ 
plication for Exception from the provisions 
of 10 CFR 211.67 In which OKC requested 
that It be relieved of it* obligation to pur¬ 
chase entitlements. According to the Infor¬ 
mation which OKC provided In connection 
with ita exception application, the firms 
position under the Entitlements Program 
changed drastically between the third and 
fourth quarter of lu 1976 fiscal year ending 
on September 30. 1976. OKC Indicated In Its 
original exception filing that It Incurred a 
significant entitlement purchase obligation 
based on Us operations during the third 
quarter and would be a seller of a substan¬ 
tial number of entitlements based on its 
operations during the fourth quarter of Its 
1976 fiscal year. Since the materia) which 
OKC bad provided indicated that the firm 
would be a net seller of entitlements dur¬ 
ing that fiscal year, the FEA found that 
OKC's operation* were not adversely af¬ 
fected by the Entitlements Program. In 
denying the exception application, the FEA 
concluded that It would not be appropriate 
to grant exception relief which would en¬ 
hance the benefits which OKC was already 
realizing under the Entitlement* Program. 

In It* Appeal, OKC contended that It had 
been Injured as a result of the rescission 
of Special Rule No. 6. The firm noted that It 
would not have incurred an entitlement 
purchase obligation during the third quarter 
of its 1976 fiscal year If 8peclal Rule No. G 
had remained to effect. OKC further con¬ 
tended that the FEA had given assurance* 
to the Congress that no small refiner would 
be adversely affected by the revocation of the 
Special Rule. In considering this argument, 
the FKA held that the record to tide mat¬ 
ter did not lead to the conclusion that small 
refiners such aa OKC would occupy the same 
advantageotia position subsequent to the 
rescission of Special Rule No. 6 that chey 
occupied during the period in which tho 
Special Rule was In effect. Rather, the mate¬ 
rial on which OKC relied indicated ‘.hat 
amall refiners who could show that they 
would experience a serious hardship a* a 
restill of the modifications which the FEA 
had propoeod to make in the Entitlements 
Program would be eligible to receive excep¬ 
tion relief on an expedited basis. Although 
OKCs particular position with respect to 
the Entitlement* Program was less favorable 
than the position it would have occupied if 
Special Rule No. 6 had remained In effect, 
the firm'* position as a net seller of entitle¬ 
ment* was nevertheless more favorable than 
It would have been In the abeenc* of the 
Entitlement* Program. Thus, the FEA held 
there wo* no basis far a conclusion that 
OKC was Incurring a serious hardship as 
a result of the Entitlement* Program. 

The FEA also determined that there was 
no proper basis for the approval of OKCs 
request that exception relief be afforded only 
on the basis of the firm's financial position 
during the third quarter of tta 1976 fiscal 
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year. The FEA therefore concluded that OKC 
hod failed to establish that the November 22 
Decision and Order was erroneous In fact or 
law or was arbitrary or capricious and the 
firm's Appeal was accordingly denied 

Powerine Oil Co.; Sante Ft Springs, Calif.; 

FXA-1074; Crude Oil 

Power!nc Oil Company filed an Appeal 
from a Decision and Order which the FEA 
issued to the Arm on November 5. 1975. 
beacon Off Co . et al, 4 PEA Par 87,024 (No¬ 
vember 3. 1976). The November 5 Decision 
was Issued In connection with the FEA** 
review of the exception relief which had 
been granted to small refiners from the ob¬ 
ligations under the Entitlements Program 
during 1976 and specified the FEA's deter¬ 
mination as to whether each small refiner 
that had received exception relief during 
1976 had been afforded an excessive or in¬ 
sufficient measure of exception relief. Power- 
toe's Appeal. If granted, would result in a de¬ 
termination by the FEA that Powertne re¬ 
ceived insufficient exception relief from the 
Entitlements Program to 1975 and the Issu¬ 
ance of an Order permitting the firm to aell 
additional entitlements. In considering the 
Powerlne Appeal, the FEA determined that 
there was considerable merit to Powerlne's 
contention that it should have received ad¬ 
ditional exception relief under the stand¬ 
ards set forth In Delta Refining Co., 2 FEA 
Par. 83.276 (September 11. 1975). The FEA 
noted that during Its fiscal year ending Jan¬ 
uary SI. 1976 Powertoe failed to achieve 
either Its historical profit margin or its 
historical return on invested capital. Since 
the proper application of the Delta stand¬ 
ards would entitle Powertne to exception re¬ 
lief from entitlements purchases which 
would Impede the firm in achieving the 
leaner of these amounts, the FEA concluded 
that Powertne should be permitted to sell 
additional entitlements valued at 9243.687 

Standard Oil Company of Ohio, Cleveland. 

Ohio; FXA-lt42; Crude Oil 

The Standard Oil Company of Ohio (Sohlo) 
filed an Appeal from a Decision and Order 
which the PEA Issued to the firm on Decem¬ 
ber 3. 1976 Standard Oil Co. of Ohio, 4 FEA 
Par. 83.220 (December 3. 1976) The Appeal, 
if granted, would have resulted to the re¬ 
scission of the December 3 Decision and 
Order and the issuance of an Order granting 
8ohlo exception relief to permit it to com¬ 
pute Its maximum permissible selling prices 
for the covered products which it refines by 
reference to an imputed May 1973 per barrel 
cost of crude oil which Is lower than the 
actual per barrel cost incurred by Sohio dur¬ 
ing that month. In its Appeal. Sohlo stated 
that the expansion of Its Marcus Hook re¬ 
finery was not completed prior to the month 
of May 1973, and as a result the provisions of 
Section 212 83 prevented the firm from recov¬ 
ering on a dollar-for-dollar basis all of the in¬ 
creased crude oil costa which it Incurred, as 
provided by the Emergency Petroleum Al¬ 
location Act (EPAA. Pub L. 93-1691. Sohlo 
further claimed that It la experiencing sub¬ 
stantial losses to 1U operation of the Mar¬ 
cus Hook refinery which may force the firm 
to close the facility at some time in the fu¬ 
ture. In considering the Sohio Appeal, the 
FEA determined that, while the Marcus Hook 
gross refinery margin has declined, this factor 
has not impaired 8ohto‘s ability to pass 
through its increased crude oil costa on a 
dollar-for-dollar basis The PEA further de¬ 
termined that 8ohlo had failed to support Its 
claim that it was incurring losses as a result 
of its operations at the Marcus Hook refinery. 
In this connection, the FEA observed that 
any large firm such aa Sohlo could narrowly 
define a single facet of Its operation so as to 
present that operations to an unfavorable 
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light The PEA noted that the Marcus Hook 
facility accounts for 40 percent of Sohlo'a 
refinery capacity, and the firm's petroleum 
related operation have recently been produc¬ 
ing near-record levels of profits. The FEA ob¬ 
served that it would be highly unlikely that 
fiohio could achieve these levels of profit¬ 
ability If In fact 40 percent of its refinery 
capacity was not operating on a profitable 
basis. Accordingly, the Sohio Appeal was 
denied. 

Standard Oil Co of Ohio; Cleveland, Ohio; 

FKA-1034, Residual Fuel Oil 

The Standard Oil Company of Ohio <8ohlo) 
filed an Appeal from a Decision and Order to 
which the FEA denied an Application for 
Exception that Sohlo had filed from the pro¬ 
visions of 10 CFR 211 67(d)(4) (the Entltie- 
menu Program). Coastal States Gas Corp.; 
Standard Oil Co. of Ohio. 4 FEA Par. 83.139 
(October 8. 1976). The appeal. If granted, 
would permit Sohlo to earn entitlements 
*lth respect to that portion of Its crude oil 
runs to stills which Is attributable to the 
residual fuel oil that it sells to the Kant Coast 
market. In its Appeal, Sohlo contended that 
the PEA failed to consider the arguments 
which the firm presented to Its exception 
application The PEA determined that con¬ 
trary to the firm's claim, an analysis had 
been made of all of the material which Sohio 
presented In Its Application for Exception. 
Since Sohlo merely reiterated these argu¬ 
ments to its Appeal, the PEA determined that 
Sohlo had not demonstrated that the October 
8. 1976 Decision and Order was erroneous. 
The firm's Appeal was accordingly dented. 

Tenneco Oil Co.; Houston . Ter.. FEA-I225; 

Freedom of Information 

Tenneco Oil Company appealed from a de¬ 
termination that had been Issued to the firm 
by the FEA Information Access Officer. The 
Appeal, If granted, would have resulted to the 
release of two documents which the Informa¬ 
tion Access Officer had determined to be 
exempt from mandatory disclosure pursuant 
to exemptions (b)(4) and (b)<5) of the 
Freedom of Information Act, 6 U.S.C. 652. In 
considering Tenneco'* Appeal, the PEA deter¬ 
mined that portions of one of the two docu¬ 
ments which the Information Access Officer 
withheld because it contained confidential 
financial Information should be released since 
the only person who could be adversely af¬ 
fected by the release of the Information hod 
notified the PEA that It had no objection to 
Its release. The PEA found that the other 
document which had been withheld was a 
pre-decisional intra-agency memorandum 
which reflected the PEA’s group thinking to 
formulating its policy and legal position a* 
to the appropriate action to take with respect 
to the issues raised to a Notice of Probable 
Vlolatlou which had been issued to the firm 
The PEA concluded that this document was 
therefore properly withheld under the Sec¬ 
tion 662(b) (6) exemption. The Tenneco Ap¬ 
peal was therefore denied with respect to 
this memorandum. 

Warrior Asphalt Co. of Alabama, lne.; Tus¬ 
caloosa. Ala ; FXA-J007; Crude Oil 

Warrior Asphalt Company of Alabama. 
Inc appealed from a Decision and Order 
which the Federal Energy Administration 
issued to the firm on November 6, 1976. 
Deacon OU Co., et al . 4 PEA Par. 87,034 (No¬ 
vember 6 . 1976). In the November 6 Decision 
and Order, the PEA determined that Warrior 
had been afforded an Insufficient measure of 
exception relief from tta obligations under 
the Entitlements Program tn 1976 and should 
therefore be permitted to sell entitlements 
valued at 923,360 during the period Novem¬ 
ber 1976 through January 1977 to order to 


offset those Insufficient benefits. Warnori 
Appeal. If granted, would result in certsa 
adjustments to both the firm's 1975 »*. 
A tabll tty and Its historical proflubfik* 
thereby Increasing the level of additional ft . 
ceptlon relief granted to the firm. 

In considering the Warrior Appeal, tk# ‘ 
PEA rejected the firm's contention that tn 
historical profitability should be adjusted 
reflect a more representative posture of U» 
Warrior operation. The FEA found that 
Warrior had not demonstrated that n would 
be unable to attain a reasonable operatic 
posture to the absence of the requested u- 
JuMment nor did Warrior's subml&tioo a*, 
dlcate other compelling reason* which would 
warrant approval of the adjustment 
by the firm The PEA also rejected Women 
contention that net profits reall/rd by u* 
firm during 1975 from the rental of fuel oil 
storage tanks should be excluded from U» 
firm's financial rerulta. The PEA held that 
Items of income or expense which ore al¬ 
leged by w firm to be unrelated to it* refintaf 
and marketing operations could be cxchdtd 
from financial data submitted tn support uf 
an Application for Exception only when that 
firm makes a showing that the itemr. sre di¬ 
rectly related to activities undertaken hr 
an operating entity whose operation* are dis¬ 
tinct from the firm's refining and msrketini 
operations The PEA found that Warrior had 
not mode that showing. 

The FEA sustained Warrior's rrmatnJBf 
contention that It ahould not have included 
the firm's operating results for the month of 
December 1976 In Its review of the except!** 
relief granted to the firm In 1975 After w* 
eluding Warrior's operating results for the 
month of December 1976. the FEA deter¬ 
mined that Warrior's entitlement sales ob¬ 
ligation specified tn the November 5 Did- 
•ion should be increased by 947682 

RkQUfcgT* run Exception 

A «' N Producing Services, Iru - Jockion. 
Miss.; FXX-3969 crude oil 

A A N Producing Services. Inc, filed on 
Application for Exception from the pro*- 
sion* of 10 CFR, Part 212, 8ubpart D, which, 
if granted, would result to an extension erf 
the exception relief previously granted to 
A A N and would permit A A N U> continue 
to sell a portion of the crude oil produced 
from the USA well No. 2 lease (USA welJI 
at upper tier celling prices. See A A N Tra¬ 
ducing Services, lne., 4 PEA Par 83.166 (Oc¬ 
tober 29. 1976). In considering the rxeeptlea 
application, the FEA found that the ES* 
well continued to incur Increased opvraiinf 
costs and that, in the absence of continued 
exception relief, the working InterwU would 
lack an Incentive to produce crude oil flow 
the property. In view of this situation and 
on the basis of the operating data presented 
for the previous six months, the PEA con¬ 
cluded that the working Interest owner* 
should be permitted to sell 100 percent of 
the crude oil produced from the well at up¬ 
per tier ceiling prices. 

Commonwealth Oil Refining Co. I*- 
Penuelas. Puerto Rico: FFS-3573 erw 
oil; naptha 

The Commonwealth Oil Refining Own- 
pony. Inc. (Core©) filed an Applicatio n ft * 
Exception from the provisions of 10 
211.67 (the Entitlements Program) in ™ch 
It requested that the FEA Issue it a suflWieo* 
number of. additional entitlement* *0 m w 
enable It to achieve the earnings level wnKo 
It achieved prior to 1974. As an oiusrnati" 
Oorco requested that exception ftU« 
granted which would provide the firm wun 
feedstock cost advantage of 9126 per ***** 
tor crude oil and naphtha as oomparod 
refiners and petrochemical manufacture* 
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oa the United SUtcs mainland. Corco 
'urttoer requested that the FKA Uwue it a 
Ljlcttiit number ot additional entitlement* 
9 ^ to eliminate certain inequities which 
,i experienced as a result of particular pro- 
rutoa* in the Entitlement* Program. 

In considering the Corco exception appll- 
une:i. the FEA rejected Corco* contention 
ihsi th<* Government wo* obligated to pro- 
ndc Corco with a naphtha coat advantage aa 
compared with domestic petrochemical cotn- 
pinio on the mainland. The FRA found that 
Eosucli obligation accrued from a prior com¬ 
mitment which the Department of Interior 
approved pursuant to which Corco waa per¬ 
mitted to Import naphtha into Puerto Rico. 

However, the FEA did And substantial 
merit in Corco** contention that it la ex- 
wrieneing a gross Inequity because of the 
impact on the Arm of th e pr ovisions of 10 
CF« 21107(1X4) and 10 CFR 21107(d)(6). 
Tbe VTA noted that the purpose of the 2! 
cent reduction In entitlement price that Is 
gscUied in Section 211.67(1) (4) la to pre- 
irno incentives for refining domestic crude 
tAl snd that this objective ti not served by 
tbs application of that regulatory provision 
to Corco The FEA noted that Corco dors not 
turn any feasible economic alternative to im¬ 
porting the crude oil it uses from foreign 
KKirrn Since the Federal Government's Op¬ 
eration Bootstrap Program substantially 
contributed to Corco’s decision to conduct it* 
nOnlng operations In a location in which it 
■ouid be required to depend upon foreign 
crude oil aa a feedstock, the FEA held that U 
would be incongruous for the Government 
is tape** on Corco an effective penalty on 
*Ae firm * continued reliance on crude oil 
Unpart* In regard to Section 211.07(d)(5), 
(be FEA noted that the formula prescribed In 
(tat Section for calculating the number of 
entitlements to be issued to each Puerto 
&taa petrochemical producer with respect 
to Its imports of naphtha Is based upon the 
•righted average cost per barrel of naphtha 
feported into Puerto Rico as a petrochemical 
todtUMik. The data furnished by Corco Indl- 
Otal that the Imported naphtha which It 
vm weighs considerably more than the Im¬ 
ported naphtha tt*ed by other Puerto Rican 
pKrorhemical producers. As s result the vol- 
UMtric basis used tn the formula within 
tbt Section produces a situation in which 
Oarco* naphtha Import costs significant ex¬ 
ceed the weighted average costa of naphtha 
lapotud into Puerto Rico. On the basis of 
tow findings, the FEA determined that Sec¬ 
tion an 67(d) (5) aa applied to Corco** sit¬ 
uation failed to achieve the underlying reg- 
•hiory objective of substantially equalising 
toto’i imported naphtha costs with the do- 
tottttc naphtha costa of Its mainland com¬ 
puter*. 

In addition, the FEA found that the data 
wbmltted by Corco and the Government of 
ito Commonwealth of Puerto Rico strongly 
demonstrated the firm's precarious financial 
pwnioo and the potentially deleterious im- 
P*t upon the Puerto Rican economy of a 
furtallment or termination of Corco’a oper- 
While the FEA noted that Corco’a 
tnanctai difficulties are not primarily attrtb- 
Jbble to the application to the firm of the 
ination* since Corco is a substantial 
■•^•fi^lsry of the Entitlement* Program. 
11 **wrthelesa concluded that the adverse. 
^niiUous manner in which Section 21107 
and Section 211.67(d)(5) apply to 
2“ certainly exacerbates the severe flnan- 
m difficult!** which the firm I* currently 
J^rtenclng. The FEA therefore granted 
r*°° exception relief which micros to the 
revenue# which It would otherwise 
in V * undwr Wl# Entitlement* Program if 
■ Particular entitlement sales were not re- 

r r<i bj the 21 cent figure specified in Sec¬ 


tion 211.67(1) (4). The FEA also approved ex¬ 
ception relief which permit* Corco. for pur- 
pones of applying the formula set forth in 
Section 211.07(d)(6) (111), to substitute the 
actual naphtha Import costs which It Incurs 
lor the weighted average per barrel cost of 
all naphtha imported into Puerto Rico for 
use a.v a petrochemical feedstock. 

In Its Application Corco also contended 
that it wa* experiencing a gross inequity as 
a result of the provision* of the Jones Act 
which allegedly result In Its incurring sig¬ 
nificantly greater shipping costa than its 
competitors in the Virgin Islands and the 
Caribbean. 46 U.S.C. Section 883 (1870). 
However, the FEA found that, alnce the com¬ 
petitive disadvantage of which Corco com¬ 
plained la not attributable to the PEA Regu¬ 
lation*. Corco had failed to establish that 
exception relief from the Entitlement* Pro¬ 
gram should be granted to alleviate those 
problem*. Corco further contended that ad¬ 
ditional exception relief should be granted 
in order to restore the benefit* of which It 
had been deprived by several amendment* to 
the overall FEA regulatory program which 
allegedly have reduced the value of the en¬ 
titlement* that are issued to Corco with re¬ 
spect to its crude oil runs to stills. In con¬ 
sidering Corco’a contention, the FEA ob¬ 
served that the firm had not presented any 
argument* as to why the application to it of 
those regulation* creates a gross inequity or 
place* a burden upon Corco which 1* sub¬ 
stantially disproportionate to the burdens 
which other firms bear. The FEA also stated 
that the fact that certain regulatory amend¬ 
ments have diminished Corco’a benefits un¬ 
der the Entitlement* Program does not in 
itself furnish adequate grounds for the ap¬ 
proval of exception relief. 

Corco had also requested retroactive ex¬ 
ception relief based on the claim that until 
February 1976 the Entitlement* Program did 
not take into account the price difference 
between the Imported crude oil that Corco 
refined and the domestic new or released 
crude oil refined by other firms. With respect 
to this contention, the FKA observed that 
the identical claim had been rejected aa a 
ground for exception relief in a previous De¬ 
cision which the FEA issued to Corco and 
which wa* controlling In this proceeding. 

The FEA did find substantial merit, how¬ 
ever. In Corco’s contention that retroactive 
exception relief should be approved with re¬ 
spect to the 21 cent onUUeraent price ad¬ 
justment and the naphtha entitlements 
formula Although several month* elapsed 
between the dAten on which those regulatory 
provisions were adopted and the date on 
which Corco filed the oresenl exception re¬ 
quest. the FEA noted that the firm had sub¬ 
mitted Applications for Exception before 
those provisions were adopted in which U 
described tha basic circumstances upon 
which Its present request for relief from 
those provisions U baaed. The FRA accord¬ 
ingly determined that substantial grounds 
existed for finding that Corco hod uot un¬ 
duly delayed in seeking exception relief from 
those regulations. The FEA further deter¬ 
mined that the financial and operating data 
presented by Corco indicated that the firm’s 
continued existence would be In serious 
Jeopardy despite the approval of prospective 
exception relief and established a sound 
foundation for concluding that the firm la 
experiencing a severe and Irreparable Injury. 
The FEA therefore ordered that the same 
type of prospective relief which it deter¬ 
mined should be provided from the pro¬ 
vision* of Section 211 67(1) (4) snd Section 
211.67(d)(5) be extended to Corco oo s ret¬ 
roactive beats to tbs dates those regulatory 
provisions became effective. The FRA Indi¬ 
cated that this measure of relief would ac¬ 


complish the objective of mitigating the ad¬ 
verse Impact on Corco of the general regula¬ 
tory requirements without conferring on the 
firm excessive, windfall benefits. 

Finally, the FEA noted that as a result of 
the prospective exception relief granted In 
the present Decision and Order with respect 
to Section 211.67(d) (5) Corco will not be re¬ 
ceiving entitlement benefits for the naphtha 
that It imports Into Puerto Rloo on the basin 
of the average cost* of all firms that import 
naphtha Into the Inland a* a petrochemical 
feedstock. Nevertheless, under the express 
application of that regulatory provision, the 
other two firms ^that currently Import 
naphtha a* a petrochemical feedstock into 
Puerto Rico would continue to receive en¬ 
titlement benefits on the basis of the aver¬ 
age of all such naphtha Imports. Including 
those applicable to the Corco operation* 
Since the Corco costs significantly exceed 
those of the other two firms, the FRA ten¬ 
tatively determined that the continued u*e 
of an average figure that Includes the Corco 
coets would produce excessive benefits for 
those two firm*. In view of the fact that 
these benefit* would result a* a direct con¬ 
sequence of the exception relief approved in 
tht* proceeding, the FRA concluded that a 
further hearing would be held to determine 
whether a Supplemental Order * lion Id be 
Issued directing that the average cost* which 
Corco incurs for naphtha Import* be ex¬ 
cluded from the calculation of the average 
coat figure specified In 8ection 211.67(d)(5) 
( 111 ). 

JAW Refining Inr.; Tucker ; Tex.; FXK-3S91 
crude oil 

JAW Refining. Inc, filed an Application 
for Exception from the provision* of 10 CFR 
211.07 (the Entitlement* Program) which. If 
granted, would relieve the firm of any obliga¬ 
tion to purchase entitlements beginning with 
the month of April 1977. In considering J A 
W*» exception request the FKA noted that 
J A W*s operations have been conducted 
under Chapter XI of the Federal Bankruptcy 
Act since July 1975 and, although the firm** 
entitlement* obligation did not create It* 
continuing financial difficulties, any entitle¬ 
ment purchase* which the firm make* will 
reduce the amount of cash available to the 
firm to pay Its outstanding debts. Since J A 
W is currently experiencing a deficit In It* 
working capital balance even prior to any 
entitlement purchases and will continue to 
operate with an insufficient cash flow, the 
FKA determined that any entitlement pur¬ 
chases which the firm Is required to make 
would be likely to extend the time necessary 
for the firm to return to a competitively vi¬ 
able status. The FKA therefore determined 
that JAW should be relieved of It* entitle¬ 
ment purchase obligations during the period 
April 1977 through September 1977. 

PrrmoK Foa Severn. Rosass* 

Consumer Federation of America, Washing¬ 
ton D C,; FSa o040 middle dixtiJIatas 

The Consumer Federation of America 
< CPA) filed a Petition for Special Redress In 
which It requested that it be permitted to 
intervene in a rulemaking which It proposed 
be Initiated to consider whether allocation 
and price control* should be reimposed with 
respect to middle distillate*. The CFA also 
requested that the FRA Office of Private 
Grievance* and Redress direct that financial 
assistance be provided to the CFA to ensure 
that it would be able to fully participate In 
the proposed rulemaking proceeding. Tn ad¬ 
dition. CFA requested that the Office of Pri¬ 
vate Grievances and Redress direct that the 
hearing date for the proposed rulemaking be 
act no earlier than 30 days from the date of 
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no Lice oI the hearing in order to afiotxl the 
CPA and other consumer representatives an 
opportunity to make an adequate presenta¬ 
tion, In considering the CPA request that the 
tentative hearing date be postponed the FRA 
concluded that the Office of Private Griev¬ 
ances and Rcdrw* did not have the Jurisdic¬ 
tion to take the action which the CPA sought 
The PTA thereiore dismiaaed this portion of 
the CPA Petition, but referred the issue to 
the FEA Office of General Couniel for a 
prompt determination. The PEA reached a 
similar conclusion with respect to the CPA 
request that the FEA Office of Private Griev¬ 
ances and Redress specify that certain types 
of procedures be Implemented at the hearing 
which the PEA will conduct In this matter 
The FEA also referred this request to the PEA 
Office of General Counsel for Its considera¬ 
tion Finally, the FEA found that, m view of 
the dismissal of those portion* of the CPA 
Petition discussed above, the request for fi¬ 
nancial assistance which CPA submitted 
could not be fully analyzed at the present 
time. The FEA therefore determined that 
this portion of the CPA Petition should be 
held In abeyance pending the formal estab¬ 
lishment of the requested rulemaking pro¬ 
ceeding and the response of the PEA Office 
of General Counsel to the CPA request for 
Intervention in that proceeding 

Rzoirorrs ro* Stav 

Exxon Co,. V.SJ4 .. Houston Tex , FES-009J 
refined petroleum products 

The Exxon Company. U-fiA hied an Ap¬ 
plication for Stay in which It requested that 
the FEA suspend all exception proceedings 
relating to the order of recovery of increased 
non-product costs by refiners during the 
period January X. 1975 through January 31. 
1976. Exxon specifically requested that those 
exception proceedings be stayed pending (1) 
the conclusion of a rulemaking proceeding 
pertaining to the recovery of increased non¬ 
product costs which Exxon claimed had never 
been completed, or (II) a Judicial determina¬ 
tion as to whether the FEA Regulations that 
were In effect prior to February 1. 1976 pre¬ 
scribed a particular method pursuant to 
which refiners were permitted to recoup their 
Increased non-product coats. Exxon based its 
request In large part on the contention that 
It would be premature to conduct the 
exception proceedings before the PEA con¬ 
cluded an outstanding rulemaking proceed¬ 
ing relating to the order of recovery of in¬ 
creased non-product costs by refiners during 
the period January 1. 1975 through Janu¬ 
ary 31, 1976. In response to that contention, 
the PEA stated that there Is no current rule- 
making proceeding Involving the recovery 
of Increased non-product coats- Although the 
FEA did indicate at one point that it was 
aware of the problems that certain refiners 
could experience as a result of the regula¬ 
tory requirement that increased non-product 
costs be recovered prior to February 1, 1976 
only after all Increased product coats bad 
been passed through, the PEA stated that 
It had specifically decided not to attempt to 
resolve those possible difficulties through a 
rulemaking proceeding. The FEA also noted 
that It had encouraged refiners to file ex¬ 
ception applications from the regulations 
governing the recovery of increased non¬ 
product coats prior to February 1, 1976. Con¬ 
sequently. the FEA rejected Exxon's conten¬ 
tion that It would be Inappropriate to 
conduct the exception proceedings at the 
present time. 

In considering Exxon's further contention 
that the FEA had neglected to establish ade¬ 
quate procedures to ensure fundamental due 
process In the exception proceedings, the FEA 
enumerated the steps which it had taken to 


ensure due proems The PEA pointed out that 
it hod described the general procedure* that 
would be followed in Apco Oil Corp.. rt si., 
supra, and had held a hearing In which Exxon 
participated to discuss in greater detail the 
manner In which the initial proceedings 
would be conducted and to consider the views 
of the parties Involved. The FEA also noted 
that Exxon was afforded an opportunity to 
file forma) motions setting forth objections 
which It had expressed as to the scope of 
the proceedings and the participation of the 
FKA Office of Regulatory Programs in the 
proceedings and to have those motions con¬ 
sidered by the Office of Exceptions and Ap¬ 
peals. Exxon was also being given an oppor¬ 
tunity during the proceedings to develop the 
factual assertions which, if proven, would 
establish that It Is entitled to exception re¬ 
lief, to file motions to strike factual asser¬ 
tions made by opposing parties that are un¬ 
duly vague, and to introduce evidence and 
conduct discovery. In view of these measures, 
the FKA concluded that It did not appear 
that any denial of due process hod occurred. 
In considering the Application for Stay, the 
FEA also rejected Exxon's assertion that the 
presence of the Office of Regulatory Programs 
a% a party to the exception proceedings casts 
doubt upon the Integrity of the proceedings. 
The FEA emphasized that the participation 
by the Office of Regulatory Programs would 
not be the type of participation In which 
a party adopts a view at the outset as to the 
ultimate disposition that It believes should 
be reached and then direct* its conduct to¬ 
ward achieving that disposition Instead, 
the participation of the Office of Regulatory 
Programs would consist of making independ¬ 
ent analyses of factual data and would be 
useful in producing a full administrative 
record. After evaluating the argument* ad¬ 
vanced by Exxon, the FEA concluded that 
Exxon's contention that the exception pro¬ 
ceedings should be stayed was unpcrsunslve 
The Exxon Application far Stay was accord¬ 
ingly denied 

Texas American Oil Corp .. Midland Tex,; 

FES 009? crude oil 

On January 18, 1977. the Texas American 
Oil Corporation (TAO) filed an Appeal from 
a Decision and Order which the Federal En¬ 
ergy Administration lwmed to the firm on 
December 16. 1976. United Refining Co.: 
Texas American Oil Corp,, 4 FEA Par 83 969 
(December 16. 1976). The TAO Appeal re¬ 
lated to those portions of the December 16 
Decision which specified the manner In 
which the provisions of the Entitlements 
Program (10 CFR 211.67) should apply to a 
refinery which TAO acquired from United 
Refining Company. On January 18, 1977. the 
FEA issued a Decision and Order to TAO 
which stayed certain provisions of the De¬ 
cember 16 Order Texas American OH Corp., 
6 FEA Par. 85.017 (January 18, 1977). On 
April 5. 1977. the FEA Issued a Decision and 
Order to TAO denying the Appeal which the 
firm had filed In addition, the April 5 
Order vacated the stay which had previously 
been granted. Texas American Oil Corp., 6 

PEA Par.-(April 5, 1977). On April 13, 

1977 TAO filed with the PEA a request for 
a hearing in connection with the firm's Ap¬ 
peal from the December 16, 1976 Decision 
and Order. According to the TAO submission, 
the firm had requested a hearing during the 
course of the Appeal procedlng, but such a 
hearing was never convened. After reviewing 
the record in the previous proceedings, the 
PEA determined that a hearing should be 
granted. In view of that determination, the 
PEA further determined that It would be 
appropriate to stay the provisions of the 
April 6 Decision and Order Accordingly, the 


April 6. 1977 Order was stayed pei.u i - I 
ther order of the FEA 

The following Application for Tempcevr I 
Stay was denied on the grounds that u*I 
applicant had failed to make a compel}^ I 
showing that temporary stay relief was n*. I 
eaasary to prevent an irreparable injury: 

Braden-Zenith, Inc.; Wichita, Fan* ysy I 
0040 

SUMMAIT DfMAL 

The following Application for Momnctun I 
or RcbCiAion was summarily denied on u* 
grounds that the firm made no aborning Uut 
it was incurring significantly chang'd clr- 
cu instances: 

The Refinery Corp Washington DC rifR- 
0099 

Dismissals 

The following submissions were Unmlni-fl 
for failure to correct deficiencies in the 5rm i 
filing as required by the PEA Proeedumi 
Regulations: 

Betty Gardner; Quincy, III. FXAJ2I5 
Paul H. Williams; Platntille, Kan< Ftt 

3932 

The following submission was -t -mural 
on the grounds that the request for rxcepuor 
relief was premature: 

Southland Oil Co.; Washington, DC Fit \ 

3448 

The following submission wan duimusri 
on the grounds that It consist* only of s it- 1 
statement of an argument which U presently 
under consideration In another proceeding 
Beacon Oil Co.; Washington , O.C; FiS-MU 

The following submission was dismissed os 
the grounds that alternative regulatory pro¬ 
cedures existed under which reller might b* 
obtained: 

Smalls LP Gas Co.; Wyatt. Mu. FXE-3717> 

Copies of the fun text of these Deci¬ 
sions and Orders arc available in U* 
Public Docket Room of the Office of Pri¬ 
vate Grievances and Rodrcsr, Room B- 
120. 2000 M Street NW, Washington. 
D.C. 20461. Monday through Friday, be¬ 
tween the hours of I pm. and 5 pin 
€A.t., except Federal holiday. k They are 
also available in Energy Management 
Federal Energy Guidelines, a commer¬ 
cially published loose leaf reporter 
system 

Dated: May 20. 1977. 

Ewe J. Fvct 

Acting General Counsel 

|PR Doc 77-14943 Piled 6-25-77.8:45 sm) 


STATE ENERGY CONSERVATION PtANS 

Negative Determination of Environment*! 
Impact re the Minnesota Energy Conse 
vation Plan 

Pursuant to 10 CFR 208.4, the Federal 
Energy Administration hereby 
tice that It has performed an anal) 
and review of the environmental bnP** : 
associated with the provision of Federw 
financial assistance for the implement* 
Mon. by the State of Minnesota of J* 
State Energy Conservation Plan Fecenu 
funding is authorised by Part C of Tiuc 
in of the Energy Policy and Conserva¬ 
tion Act. 42 U.S.C. 0321 et seq. 

Based upon assessment of enww 
mental impacts that are expected U> :f 
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tnlt from implementation of this plAn, 
the FEA has determined that Federal fi¬ 
nancial assistance will not bo & “major 
Federal action significantly affecting the 
quality of the human environment" 
within the meaning of section 102<2) (C) 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969. 42 U.8.C. 4332(2) (C>. There¬ 
fore, pursuant to 10 CFR 208.4'c>, the 
Federal Energy Administration has de¬ 
termined that an environmental impact 
statement is not required for this plan. 

Single copies of the environmental as¬ 
sessment of the State Plan for Minne¬ 
sota are available upon request from the 
FEA Office of Communications and Pub¬ 
lic Affairs. Room 2134, 12th and Penn¬ 
sylvania Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 
20461. 

Copies of the environmental assess¬ 
ment will also be available for public 
review in the Federal Energy Adminis¬ 
tration Information Access Reading 
Room. Room 2107. 12th and Pennsyl¬ 
vania Avenue NW. Washington. D.C. 
20481 

Copies of the State Plan arc available 
for public review' in the Office of State 
Energy Conservation Programs Room 
W37 12th and Pennsylvania Avenue 
NW. Washington. D.C. 20461 

Interested persons are Invited to sub¬ 
mit data, views or arguments with re¬ 
spect to the environmental assessment 
to Executive Communications. Box MX, 
Room 3317, Federal Energy Administra¬ 
te*, Washington. D.C. 20461. 

Comments should be identified on the 
wUUic of the envelope and on docu¬ 
ments submitted to FEA Executive Com¬ 
munications with the designation. "En- 
Tlromnental Assessment—Minnesota En¬ 
ergy Conservation Plan." Fifteen copies 
ibould be submitted. All comments 
should be received by FEA by 4:30 pun., 
eds. t,. June 6. 1977. in order to receive 
foil consideration. 

Any Information or data considered 
the person submitting it to be con¬ 
fidential must be so identified and sub¬ 
mitted in one copy only. The FEA re- 
arves the right to determine the con¬ 
fidential status of the Information or 
data and to treat it according to that 
determination. 

Issued in Washington. DC., May 23. 
im, 

Eric J. Fygi. 

Acting General Counsel. 

Federal Energy Administration. 

|FR Doc.77 -15069 Piled 5-28-77:8 45 »m| 


state energy conservation plans 

"^sat've Determination of Environmental 
impact re the California and Massa¬ 
chusetts Energy Conservation Plans 

Pursuant to 10 CFR 208.4. the Federal 
“J*Tg> r Administration hereby gives no- 
** that it has performed an analysis 
^ review of the environmental impacts 


associated with the provision of Fed¬ 
eral financial assistance for the imple¬ 
mentation. by the States of California 
and Massachusetts, of tholr State En¬ 
ergy Conservation Plans. Federal fund¬ 
ing is authorized by Part C of Title III 
of the Energy Policy and Conservation 
Act. 42 U.S.C. 6321, et seq. 

Based upon assessment of environ¬ 
mental impacts that are expected to re¬ 
sult from implementation of these 
plans, the FEA has determined that 
Federal financial assistance will not be 
a "major Federal action significantly af¬ 
fecting the quality of the human en¬ 
vironment" within the meaning of sec¬ 
tion 102 4 2) (C) of the National Environ¬ 
mental Policy Act Of 1969. 42 U8.C. 4332 
<2>(C>. Therefore, pursuant to 10 CFR 
208.4tc>. the Federal Energy Adminis¬ 
tration has determined that an environ¬ 
mental impact statement is not required 
for either of these plans. 

Single copies of the environmental as¬ 
sessments of the 8tate Plans for Cali¬ 
fornia and Massachusetts are available 
upon request from the FEA Office of 
Communications and Public Affairs. 
Room 2134. 12th and Pennsylvania Ave¬ 
nue NW., Washington. D.C. 20461 

Copies of the environmental assess¬ 
ments will also be available for public re¬ 
view in the Federal Energy Administra¬ 
tion Information Access Reading Room. 
Room 2107. I2th and Pennsylvania Ave¬ 
nue NW., Washington. D.C. 20461. 

Copies of the State Plans are available 
for public review in the Office of 8tatc 
Energy Conservation Programs, Room 
6437. 12th and Pennsylvania Avenue 
NW., Washington. D.C. 20461. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit data, views or arguments with re¬ 
spect to the environmental assessments 
to Executive Communications. Box MU. 
Room 3317. Federal Energy Administra¬ 
tion. Washington. D.C. 20461. 

Comments should be Identified on the 
outside of the envelope and on docu¬ 
ments submitted to FEA Executive Com¬ 
munications with the designation. "En¬ 
vironmental Assessment—(Name of 
State* Energy Conservation Plan," Fif¬ 
teen copies should be submitted. All 
comments should be received by FEA by 
June 6. 1977, In order to receive full 
consideration. 

Any information or data considered 
by the person submitting it to be confi¬ 
dential must be so identified and sub¬ 
mitted in one copy only. The FEA re¬ 
serves the right to determine the confi¬ 
dential status of the information or data 
and to treat it according to that de¬ 
termination. 

Issued in Washington. D C.. May 23, 
1977. 

Ekic J. Fyoi. 

Acting General Counsel , 
Federal Energy Administration . 

IFR DOC 77-15070 Filed 5-28-77:8 45 »i&| 


INDUSTRY SUPPLY ADVISORY GROUP TO 
INTERNATIONAL ENERGY AGENCY 

Meeting Regarding Voluntary Agreement 

and Plan of Action to Implement Inter¬ 
national Energy Program 

In accordance with section 252(c)(1) 
(A)(1) of the Energy Policy and Con¬ 
servation Act (Pub. L- 94-163*. notice is 
hereby provided of a meeting of the In¬ 
dustry Supply Advisory Qroup (ISAG) 
of the Industry Advisory Board <IAB) to 
the International Energy Agency (1EA> 
to be held at the offices of Gulf Oil Cor¬ 
poration, 439 Seventh Avenue. Pitts¬ 
burgh. Pennsylvania on June 1 and 2. 
1977 beginning at 9:30 am. on June 1. 
1977. The agenda is as follows: 

1 Opening Remarks 

2. Administrative Matters. 

A ISAO Organization.—Petition Descrip¬ 
tions; Group Re&ponsiblUtles: Company. 
Country, and Regional Assignment. 

B Emergency Management Organization.— 
PacUltle* and 8t*mng; Work Proftle. 

C- Adequacy of U.S. Government Clear¬ 
ance for Future Activities or US. ISAO 
Members. 

3. Report on April 18-20 Subcommittee A 
Meeting 

A. Proposed ISAG Formats 

B Statu# Report—Data Transmission. 
Data Processing. Data Bank; Computer Ap¬ 
plication# 

4. Discussion of Future Testa. 

A. Data and Communications Test. 

B. Allocation System# Test—Scope; ISAO 
Participation: Contact With NESO‘s and 
Companies, Data Base. 

5. ISAG Reference Handbook. 

6. Handling of Costa of ISAO Meetings 

7. Closing Remarks Future Meetings. 

As provided in section 252(c)(1)(A) 
•ID of the Energy Policy and Conserva¬ 
tion Act, tills meeting w’iil not be open 
to the public. Unanticipated circum¬ 
stances have required the notice period 
as contained in I 209.32(b) of FEA reg¬ 
ulations to be shortened. 

Issued tn Washington. D.C., May 25, 
1977 

Eric J. Fyci. 

Acting General Counsel . 

Federal Energy Administration . 

I FR Doc.77-15301 Filed 5-25-77:10:52 am| 


ENERGY RESEARCH AND 
DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION 

PROCUREMENT POLICY ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

May 20. 1977. 

In accordance with provisions of Pub. 
L. 92-463 (Federal Advisory Committee 
Act) the Procurement Policy Advisory 
Committee will hold its next meeting 
from 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Tuesday. 
June 14, 1977, in Room 2010. New Execu¬ 
tive Office Building. 726 Jackson Place. 
NW.. Washington. DC. This meeting 
will be open to the public. The purpose 
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of the meeting Is to discuss those sub¬ 
jects included on the following agenda: 

0 : OO-0:10 Call to Order—Review of MlnaUw 
of Meeting of March 04. 1077 
0:10-10:00 Statue Review of Current 
Pro)ecU 

(a) Exccwdvc Reporting Requirement* 

(b) Contract Funding Problem* 

ic) Cost Sharing 

id) Patent Policy Development 
10:00-10:16 Break 

10:15-11:30 How ERDA Looks upon the 
Proposed Energy Reorganization and the 
Prealdent's Message. ERDA'v Role and 
Mission 

11:30-12:46 Lunch 

12:45-1:45 ERDA Procurement Practices— 
Implementing Problems at the Working 
Level 

1:45-2:45 ERDA Proposed Organizational 
Conflict of Interest Policy 
2:45-3:00 Break 

3:00-4:00 Grant* versus Contract*—ERDA 
Implementation of OMB A-110 
4:00-5:00 Agenda Items for Next Meeting 
6:00 Adjournment 

Practical considerations may dictate 
unannounced alterations in the agenda 
or schedule. 

Mr. 8tephen W. Rowen, Chairman of 
the Committee, will preside. 

With respect to public participation in 
agenda items, scheduled above, the fol¬ 
lowing requirements shall apply: 

(a) . Persons wishing to submit written 
statements on agenda items may do so 
by mailing 12 copies thereof post-marked 
no later than June 6. 1977. to the Direc¬ 
tor of Procurement, Room C-167, UJS. 
Energy Research and Development Ad¬ 
ministration. Washington. DC. 20545. 
Comments shall be directly relevant to 
the above agenda items. Minutes of the 
meeting will be kept open for 30 days for 
the receipt of written statements for the 
record. 

(b) Information as to whether the 
meeting has been rescheduled or relo¬ 
cated can be obtained by a prepaid tele¬ 
phone call on June 10.1077. to Mr. Harry' 
Tayloe. Division of Procurement, on 301- 
353-5526 between 8:30 a.m. and 5:00 p.m,. 
e.s.t. 

(C) Questions at the meeting may be 
propounded only by members of the 
committee and ERDA officials assigned 
to participate with the committee In its 
deliberations. 

<d) Seating will be made available to 
the public on a first-come, first-served 
basis. 

<e> The use of still, movie, and tele¬ 
vision cameras, the physical Installation 
and presence of which will not interfere 
with tiic course of the meeting, will be 
permitted both before and after the 
meeting and during any recess. The use 
of such equipment will not* however, be 
allowed while the meeting is in session. 

(f) Copies of minutes will be made 
available for copying, following their 
certification by the chairman, in accord¬ 
ance with the Federal Advisory Com¬ 
mittee Act at the Energy Research and 
Development Administration’s Public 
Document Room, 20 Massachusetts Ave¬ 


nue, NW„ Washington, D.C. 20545, upon 
payment of all charges required by law. 

Harry L. Peebles. 
Deputy Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 

|PR Doc.77-14968 Filed 5 25-77;8:46 am) 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

IOPP-I80121; FRL 734-61 

IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Issuance of • Specific Exemption To Use 

Benomyl To Control Foot Rot on Winter 

Wheat 

The Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) has granted a specific exemption 
to the Idaho State Department of Agri¬ 
culture (hereafter referred to as the “Ap¬ 
plicant") to use a maximum of 10.000 
pounds active ingredient benomyl In 
aerial ground applications to control 
CercoMporella foot rot of winter wheat in 
6 counties in northern Idaho This ex¬ 
emption was granted in accordance with, 
and is subject to. the provisions of 40 
CPR Part 166. which prescribes require¬ 
ments for exemption of Federal and 
State agencies for use of pesticides under 
emergency conditions. 

This notice contains a summary’ of cer¬ 
tain information required by regulation 
to be included in the notice. For more 
detailed information, interested parties 
are referred to the application on file 
with the Registration Division < WH- 
567). Office of Pesticide Programs. EPA. 
401 M Street..SW.. Room E-315, Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20460. 

According to the Applicant, approxi¬ 
mately 420,000 acres of wheat will be 
grown in the counties of Benewah. Clear¬ 
water. Kootenai, Latah. Lewis and Nez 
Perce in northern Idaho during the year 
of 1977. Only early-planted wheat < ap¬ 
proximately 15.000-20.000 acres) not pre¬ 
viously planted to legumes would likely 
require treatment with benomyl. Cer- 
cosporcUa foot rot infects much of the 
wheat crop when the wheat is seeded 
early and the winters are mild: the envi¬ 
ronmental conditions during the fall and 
winter of 1976-1977 appear to be highly 
favorable for the development of this 
disease. The Administrator. EPA, granted 
specific exemptions for use of benomyl to 
control Ccrcosporella foot rot on wheat 
on about 515.000 acres in the States of 
Idaho, Oregon, and Washington last 
year. Again this year, the Administra¬ 
tor granted specific exemptions for this 
use of benomyl in January and Febru¬ 
ary, 1977, to Oregon and Washington, 
respectively. 

No registered pesticide or alternative 
methods of control are available to sup¬ 
press this pathogen. Resistant varieties 
of wheat are not available for the area 
Involved; later seeding, which reduces 
losses, is not economically practical. 

The Applicant proposed to use Bcnlate 
(benomyl) fungicide ‘Methyl l-(butyl- 


carbamoyl > -2-benfimldaw>lecarbamHte). 
EPA Reg No. 352-354. The benomyl will 
be applied at a rate of one-half (0.5) 
pound active ingredient In 5-10 gallons 
of water per acre and in 20-30 gallons of 
water per acre by air and ground, respec¬ 
tively. One application will be made be¬ 
fore May 15. 1977. All applications will 
be made by State-licensed commercial 
applicators. 

The Fish and Wildlife Service. US 
Department of the Interior, has advised 
EPA Hurt no serious adverse effects on 
fish and wildlife resources are antici¬ 
pated from the application as described. 
Without the application of benomyl, the 
Applicant estimated the potential crop 
loss due to this outbreak at 20 to 25 
percent of the yield from infested fields. 
EPA calculated that the value of the 
fields is approximately $75,000. 

Formal tolerances for benomyl resi¬ 
dues on wheat groin and green forage 
have not been established However the 
EPA has determined that the applica¬ 
tion of this fungicide to winter wheat fti 
these application rates will result in resi¬ 
due levels of less than 0 2 ppm (parts per 
million) in or on the harvested uheat 
grain, which would not constitute a, haz¬ 
ard to the public health. Based on evalu¬ 
ation of existing data, EPA has deter* 
mined that a residue level on wheat 
straw not exceeding 15 ppm would be 
adequate to protect the public health 
Green forage will not be used as a feed 
Item. Meat. milk, poultry, and egg toler¬ 
ances are already established for resi¬ 
dues of benomyl resulting from the feed 
us© of various raw agricultural com¬ 
modities and processed feed commodi¬ 
ties. It has been concluded that second¬ 
ary benomyl residues transferring to 
meat, milk, poultry, or eggs as a result 
of feed use of the treated wheat gtwto 
and straw would be adequately covered 
by the existing tolerances. 

After reviewing the application tnd 
other available Information. EPA ha* de¬ 
termined that (a> a pest outbreak or 
Ccrcosporella foot rot disease has oc¬ 
curred: (b) there Is no pesticide pres¬ 
ently registered and available for use to 
control this pest in northern Idaho, (C 
there are no alternative means of con¬ 
trol. taking into account the efficacy and 
hazard; <d> significant economic envi¬ 
ronmental or health problems may r 
suit if the pest Is not controlled; and 
the time available for action to mitigate 
the problems posed is insufficient for 11 
pesticide to be registered for this use. Ac¬ 
cordingly* the Applicant has been granted 
a specific exemption to use the pesidewe 
noted above until May 15. 1977. to *h 
extent and in the manner set forth in 
the application. The specific exempuou 
is also subject to the following con¬ 
ditions: 

1. Wheat acreage to be treated te Un¬ 
ited to 20.000 acres in the six count** 
listed at the beginning of this notice. 

2. One (1) pound of Bcnlate (0.5 pouwj 
active ingredient benomyl) per acre 
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be applied by ground (in 20-30 gallons of 
«ater> or air (in 5-10 gallon® of water); 

3 , A maximum of 10.000 pounds A. L 
benomyl will be applied; 

4 A single application will be made; 

5 Application will be made by licensed 
commercial applicators, licensed and 
tested by the Applicant; 

6 A residue level not to exceed 0.2 ppm 
In or on harvested wheat grain and 15 
ppm in or on wheat straw has been de¬ 
termined to be adequate to protect the 
public health. The Food and Drug Ad¬ 
ministration. U.6 Department of Health. 
Education, and Welfare, has been ad¬ 
vised of this action; 

7 Green forage will not be used as a 

feed item; 

8. If benomyl Is applied by aircraft, all 
precautions will be taken to avoid or 

minimize drift; 

9. A final report w111 be submitted list- 
mi the counties and acreage for ap¬ 
plications. benefits realized from this use 
of benomyl. and any losses due to 

phytotoxicity; and 

10. All applicable directions, restric¬ 
tions, and precautions on the EPA-regis- 
tered label are to be followed. 

Statutory Authority: 8ec 18. Federal In- 
Hctlcide. Fungicide, and Roden tic Id© Act 
fflFRAi. ua amended (88 Stat. 073; 80 8tat. 
TM;7UAC. 138(a) et trq ), 

Dated May 17. 1977. 

James M. Con lon. 
Acting Deputy Assistant Ad¬ 
ministrator lor Pesticide Pro- 
grams. 

|FB Doc 77-14952 Filed 5 25-77;8*45 run) 


IOPP-180119: FRL 734-8| 

MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE 

hsuence of a Specific Exemption To Use 
Benomyl To Control Blackleg on Cab¬ 
bage Seeds 

’flu* Environmental Protection Agency 
EPA* has granted a specific exemption 
w the Minnesota Department of Agri- 
nuture <hereafter referred to as the “Ap- 
Wtoanr) to use benomyl on commercial 
*u**e seeds to control blackleg, which 
earned by the fungal pathogen Phoma 
m Thto exemption was granted in 
J^ordance with, and is subject to. the 
Provision* of 40 CFR Part 158. which 
prescribes requirements for exemption of 
poem; and State agencies for use of 
Pw^cldes under emergency conditions. 

n °tice contains a summary* of ln- 
onnation required by regulation to be 
deluded in the notice. For more detailed 
jAfonnatton, interested parties are re- 
to the application on file with the 
«TO*traUon Division (WH-567*. Office 
wPCtticide Programs. EPA. 401 M St.. 

20440 ROOm E ~ 315, Wwhln « ton * DC. 

According to the Applicant. Phoma 
the cause of blackleg In crucl- 
• ® present in much of the crucifer 
s produced for resale. Tills organism 
iiArJS eS v tfcrm ^ nation and result in Poor 
both in home gardens and in com- 
IC,a * Production for canning purposes 
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Treatment was requested for up to thirty- 
three (33.000) pounds of cabbage seed 
obtained from fields that were Infested 
with P. lingam, dependent upon deter¬ 
mination of the presence of the organism. 
In 1976, the State of Washington was 
issued a specific exemption by EPA for 
the use of benomyl to treat up to one 
million pounds of blackleg-infested cab¬ 
bage and other crucifer seeds (see Fed¬ 
eral Register of January 27. 1977, p. 
5123). The Applicant stated that most of 
the seed now present in Minnesota orig¬ 
inated in Washington State. 

P. lingam is frequently present on seed, 
but epidemic outbreaks are dependent on 
weather in seed growing, transplant and 
production growing areas. The organism 
may remain viable on infected debris for 
up to four years, and may be introduced 
into new fields by seed transmission; 
disease control requires treatment of 
both stock seed used for seed production 
as well as treatment of commercial seed 
lots. 

The Applicant proposed to use benomyl 
• Beniate 50 percent Wettable Powder. 
EPA Reg. No. 352-354) applied at the 
rate of eight (8) ounces of the product, 
four (4 > ounces active ingredient, in suf¬ 
ficient water to treat one hundred pounds 
of seed. A single application will be made 
to each seed lot. Seed treatment will be 
made by seed companies or seed contrac¬ 
tors with seed-treating personnel. There 
ore currently no alternative registered 
pesticides nor practical control methods 
available to treat fungal infestation on 
cruciferous seed. The Applicant stated 
that these cabbage seeds, valued at 
$660,000. would be unacceptable to com¬ 
mercial cabbage growers unless they 
were treated with benomyl to eradicate 
P. lingam. 

After reviewing the application and 
other available information. EPA has 
determined that <a> a pest outbreak has 
or is about to occur; <b> there Is no pesti¬ 
cide presently’ registered and available for 
use to control blackleg on cruciferous 
seed in Minnesota; <c> there are no al¬ 
ternative means of control, taking into 
account the efficacy and hazard; <d> sig¬ 
nificant economic problems may result if 
the pest is not controlled; and <e> the 
time available for action to mitigate the 
problems posed is insufficient for a pesti¬ 
cide to be registered for this use. Ac¬ 
cordingly. the Applicant has been granted 
a specific exemption to use the pesticide 
noted above until June 30. 1977. to the 
extent and in the manner set forth in the 
application. The specific exemption is 
also subject to the following conditions: 

1. A benomyl product, Benia te 50 per¬ 
cent Wettable Powder <EPA Reg. No. 
352-354). will be used; 

2. Benomyl will be applied at the rate 
of eight (8> ounces of the product, four 
14) ounces active ingredient, in suffi¬ 
cient water to treat one hundred pounds 
of seed; 

3. Each seed lot will receive no more 
than a single application of benomyl: 

4. A maximum of thirty-three thou¬ 
sand (33.000) pounds of cabbage seed, 
intended for commercial planting will 
be treated: 
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5. Treated seed will not be used for 
food. feed, or any other use except plant¬ 
ing; 

6. EPA has determined that residues 
of benomyl resulting from this use are 
not likely to exceed 0.20 ppm in cabbage, 
which will not pose a hazard to the pub¬ 
lic health. The Pood and Drug Adminis¬ 
tration of the UiJ. Department of Health. 
Education, and Welfare has been ad¬ 
vised of this action; 

7. The Applicant is responsible for en¬ 
suring that the restrictions pursuant to 
this specific exemption are met; 

8. All packages containing benomyl- 
trested seed will be clearly labeled as 
such; and 

9. All applications will be made by 
seed-treating personnel of the seed com¬ 
panies or seed contractors. 

Statutory Authority: Section IS of the 
Federal I nsecti cide. Fungicide, and Rodentl- 
dde Act (FIFRA), as amended <86 Stat 973' 
80 SUt. 751; 7 US.C. 138(a) cf $eq). 

Dated: May 17.1977. 

James M. Con lon. 

Acting Deputy Assistant Ad¬ 
ministrator for Pesticide Pro¬ 
grams. 

|FR Dor 77-14961 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 am] 


(FRL 734-2| 

NATIONAL UME ASSOCIATION 
Open Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that a meeting 
between the Emission Standards and 
Engineering Division, Office of Air Qual¬ 
ity Planning and Standards of the En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency <EPA> 
and the Air Quality Committee of the 
National Lime Association will be held at 
1:00 pm, on June 16. 1977. at the 
auditorium of the EPA Office of Ad¬ 
ministration Annex (Beaunit Build¬ 
ing). Alexander Drive. Research Trian¬ 
gle Park. North Carolina 

This meeting la being held at the re¬ 
quest of the National Lime Association 
to allow them to present their com¬ 
ments on the standards of performance 
for lime manufacturing plants which 
were proposed in the Federal Register 
on May 3. 1977 (42 FR 22506). The 
standards were proposed under the 
authority of section 111 of the Clean Air 
Act and would limit emissions of par¬ 
ticulate matter from new. modified, and 
reconstructed facilities at lime manu¬ 
facturing plants. 

This meeting is open to the public. 
Anyone wishing to attend or submit a 
presentation should contact Mr. Don R. 
Goodwin. Director. Emission Standards 
and Engineering Division. Environmen¬ 
tal Protection Agency. Research Trian¬ 
gle Park. North Carolina 27711, tele¬ 
phone number <919) 688-8146 extension 
271. 

Dated: May 18. 1977. 

Edward F. Turkic, 
Assistant Administrator 
for Air and Waste Management. 

I FR Doc.77-14047 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 am) 
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IOPP-180120: FRL 737-41 

STATE OF MONTANA 

Issuance of a Specific Exemption To Use 

Strychnine To Control Rabid Skunks 

The Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) has granted a specific exemp¬ 
tion to the State of Montana (hereafter 
referred to as the "Applicant") to use 
8trychnlne-treated lard and eggs to re¬ 
duce rabid skunk populations and there¬ 
by reduce the probability of exposure of 
man and domestic animals to rabies in 
twenty-three (23) counties of eastern 
Montana. This exemption was granted 
in accordance with, and is subject to, 
the provisions of 40 CFR Part 166, which 
prescribes requirements for exemption 
of Federal and State agencies for use of 
pesticides under emergency conditions. 

This notice contains a summary of 
certain information required by regula¬ 
tion to be included In the notice. For 
more detailed information, interested 
parties are referred to the application on 
file with the Registration Division (WH- 
567). Office of Pesticide Programs, EPA, 
401 M St., S.W., Room E-315. Washing¬ 
ton, DC. 20460. 

The section 18 regulations provide that 
the Administrator may grant an emer¬ 
gency exemption to a Federal or State 
agency when the following conditions 
exist: 

<a) A peat outbreak h as or Is about to 
occur and no peatldde registered for the par¬ 
ticular use. or alternative method of control, 
la available to eradicate or control the peat, 
(b) Hlgnl&cant economic or health problem 
will occur without the uae of the peatldde. 
and (c) the time available from discovery 
or prediction of the peet outbreak la tnaufll- 
dent for a peetldde to be registered for the 
particular uae. 

(40 CFR 166.1.) 

The exemption is also subject to the 
provisions of 40 CFR Part 164. specifi¬ 
cally, Subpart D, published In the Fed¬ 
eral Register on March 18, 1975 (40 FR 
12261). In cases such as the one pre¬ 
sented by this Applicant, If the request 
Is for the use of a pesticide which has 
been finally cancelled or suspended, then 
the application constitutes a petition for 
reconsideration of such cancellation or 
suspension order. On March 9, 1972, Ad¬ 
ministrator Ruckelshaus cancelled and 
suspended the registration of strychnine, 
sodium cyanide, and 1080 (sodium fluoro- 
acetate) for predator control. However, 
the Administrator’s order banned the use 
of these pesticides for predator control 
without distinguishing between rabid and 
non-rabld predators, the former a hu¬ 
man health problem and the latter an 
economic problem. Therefore, the ex¬ 
emption cannot be granted without tlie 
requirement of a prior public hearing, 
unless certain conditions are found to 
exist. 

Subpart D of the section 3 regulations 
provides that in emergency circum¬ 
stances the Administrator may rule on 
the application without convening a for¬ 
mal hearing and without making a find¬ 
ing as to the question of substantial new 
evidence when he determines: 


(1) That the application present* a situ¬ 
ation Involving need to uae the pesticide to 
prevent an unacceptable risk: (1) to human 
health, or (11) to Osh or wildlife population* 
when much uae would not poee a human 
health hazard: and 

(2) That there Is no other feasible solution 
to inch risk, and 

(3) That the time available to avert the 
risk to human health or fish and wildlife la 
insufficient to permit convening a bearing as 
required by section 164.131; and 

(4) That the public Interest requires the 
granting of the requested use as eoon as 
possible. 

(40 CFR 164.133.) 

It should also be noted that a rebut¬ 
table presumption exists against regis¬ 
tration of rodenticid© products contain¬ 
ing strychnine which ore registered for 
outdoor, above-ground use (see Federal 
Register of December 1, 1976, p. 52810): 
however, no decision has yet been made 
by EPA as to appropriate regulatory ac¬ 
tion in this matter. 

Since 1973, the Applicant has found It 
necessary to employ annually strychnine 
baits tn an effort to reduce the exposure 
of man and domestic animals to rabid 
skunks. The latest exemption Issued to 
the Applicant for the above purpose ex¬ 
pired on November 18, 1976; the original 
specific exemption authorized only the 
use of strychnine-treated lard baits, but 
was amended to include the use of strych¬ 
nine-treated eggs. The Applicant has 
again found it necessary to apply for a 
specific exemption In 1977. Two addi¬ 
tional counties have been added to the 
request, as compared to last year's re¬ 
quest The affected counties are: Big 
Horn. Blaine. Carter. Chouteau. Custer. 
Daniels. Dawson. Fallon. Fergus. Oar- 
field. HU1. Judith Basin. Liberty, Phillips 
Powder River. Prairie. Richland. Roose¬ 
velt Rosebud. Sheridan. Valley. Wibaux, 
and Yellowstone. 

The program calls for the use of < 1) a 
maximum of 500 strychnine-treated 
paraffin Urd baits to be placed within a 
five-mile radius per positive rabies case 
where skunks are determined as the 
vector species, or (2) a maximum of 500 
strychnine-treated eggs to be placed 
within a five-mile radius per positive 
rabies case where skunks are determined 
as the vector species. A maximum of two 
strychnine lard baits or two strychnine- 
treated eggs per setting may be placed 
in the following skunk habitats: skunk 
dens, holes, garbage dumps, road cul¬ 
verts. Junk piles, and under unoccupied 
buildings. At the end of a 30-day treat¬ 
ment period, treated bait and/or eggs 
will be collected and destroyed. Strych¬ 
nine-treated lard baits or eggs will be 
placed only o* those lands where premise 
entry agreements are signed by the land- 
owner. lessee, or administrator, and 
warning signs will be posted at entries 
to all premises and other visible positions 
near locations where treated baits or 
egg<* have been placed. 

All retrieved or excess baits and eggs 
will be disposed of In an approved sani¬ 
tary landfill. The Applicant will observe 
and supervise the destruction of treated 
baits/eggs. Containers to be destroyed 


will be handled in a similar manner. 
Animals destroyed In the control pro¬ 
gram will be buried to prevent possible 
secondary poisonings. Every’ animal 
killed by baits/eggs or other method* 
(shooting, trapping! will be submitted to 
laboratories for fluorescent antibody 
analysis for the rabies virus. Specimens 
which were shot in the head or have 
deteriorated from excessive heat are ex¬ 
cluded from analysis. State personnel 
win check all bait stations at least once 
a week and more often, every four dayi. 
Property owners or residents are not per¬ 
mitted to approach the bait station*. 

In light of the above and pursuant to 
the controlling regulations, the Adminis¬ 
trator. EPA, determined that: <a) A pest 
outbreak of rabid skunks had occurred: 
(b> There was no pesticide presently 
registered for use in suppressing popula¬ 
tions of rabid skunks in Montana: «c) 
The application presented a situation in¬ 
volving a need to use the pesticide a& re¬ 
quested to prevent an unacceptable risk 
to human health; (d> There was no 
other feasible solution to such human 
health risk; (e) The time available to 
avert the risk to human health wiw not 
sufficient to convene a hearing; and (I? 
The public interest required the granting 
of the requested use as soon as possible. 
Accordingly, the Applicant was granted 
a specific exemption to use strychnine 
baits in twenty-three counties In eastern 
Montana. The specific exemption is also 
subject to the following condition. 

1. The areas to be treated are presently 
limited to a circle with a five <5> mile 
radius around a confirmed rabid skunk 
found within a two (2) mile radius of 
areas of human habitation in Blaine. 
Carter, and Powder River Counties; 

2. When the Applicant receives a re¬ 
port of a skunk, cat. or raccoon which ii 
behaving abnormally and located within 
two (2) miles of an area of human habi¬ 
tation. personnel may place a maximum 

. of one hundred <100) strychnine -treated 
baits within a five (5) mile radius of the 
area of human habitation, pursuant to 
taking specimens of skunks to determine 
whether rabid skunks are present in the 
area. If no rabid skunks are found, the 
unconsumcd strychnine baits will be re¬ 
trieved. If one or more rabid skunks are 
found, a maximum of four hundred 
(400 > additional baits may be placed In 
areas of skunk habitation within the five 
(6) mile radius circle around the local ion 
of the rabid skunk: 

3. The Applicant, upon receipt of no¬ 
tification of issuance of this specific ex¬ 
emption. shall send an appropriate map 
of the State showing the location o* cur¬ 
rently active skunk rabies cases Subse¬ 
quently. the Applicant shall send a short 
telegram to the Registration Division- 
Office of Pesticide Programs. EPA. at snl 
time that (1) one hundred or less slD^o- 
nine baits are distributed to determine 
the presence of rabid skunks and <2* 
four hundred additional baits are distrib¬ 
uted to suppress skunk populations m 
which the presence of rabies has been 
confirmed, giving adequate location data 
to permit the location of the bait treat- 
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meat areas on the map. There are 
twenty -three counties where strychnine 
t*its may be applied following establish¬ 
ment of the presence of rabid skunks 
cear areas of human habitation; 

4 Exposure of any bait station within 
tfivc <5) mile radius circle <to survey for 
presence of rabid or suppress rabid skunk 
populations) may not exceed thirty (30) 
days: 

5. Each strychnine lard bait will con- 
Uln approximately 0.012 grams of actual 
strychnine alkaloid. Each strychnine egg 
bait will contain approximately 0.035 
pwns of actual strychnine alkaloid; 

6. The Applicant's personnel are re- 
iporuible for preparing the strychnine 
baits, selecting bait stations, posting 
warning signs, securing premise entry 
agreements, checking bait stations pe¬ 
riodically for kills, and retrieving all un- 
eonsuincd baits at the termination of the 
control program; 

7 A maximum of two strychnine lard 
or egg baits per setting will be placed in 
the following skunk habitats: skunk dens, 
holes, garbage dumps, road culverts, junk 
pile*, and unoccupied buildings; 

8. Strychnine-treated lard or egg baits 
win be placed only on those Hinds where 
premise entry agreements have been 
iigned by the landowner, lessee, or ad¬ 
ministrator; 

9 Warning signs wtll be posted at en¬ 
tries to all premises and other visible po¬ 
sitions near locations where treated baits 

have been placed; 

10 Each bait station will be checked 
is often as possible for kills, but, in any 
case, no less than once a week; 

11. AD retrieved or excess strychnine 
baits will be disposed of by burial at least 
18 Inches deep in an approved sanitary 
landfill Containers to be destroyed will 
be handled in a similar manner; 

12. Animals poisoned In the control 
program will be submitted for laboratory 
analysis for presence of rabies virus if 
possible. Otherwise, they will be buried on 
the premises to prevent possible sec¬ 
ondary non-target species poisonings; 

13. The Applicant must follow any 
more stringent requirements Imposed by 
State law’ or regulation or applied by the 
State ;>esUcide regulatory authority; and 

14. The specific exemption expires on 
March 31, 1978. 

Statutory authority: Section 18 of the 
*Men! Ins ectic ide. Fungicide, and Roden- 
tkido Act (FIFRA), m amended (88 Stat. 
973: 89 Stilt. 781; 7 U.6.C. 136(a) et ieq,). 

Dated: May 19. 1977. 

Jamxs M. Coklon. 

Acting Deputy Assistant Ad¬ 
ministrator for Pesttcidc Pro¬ 
grams, 

IFR Doc.77 14950 Filed 5-25-77.8:45 am) 


(PEL 734-11 

SCONCE ADVISORY BOARD ENVIRON¬ 
MENTAL HEALTH ADVISORY COMMIT- 
TTE STUDY GROUP ON MUTAGENICITY 

testing 

Open Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that a meeting 
01 the Study Croup on Mutagenicity 


Testing oX the Science Advisory Board s 
Environmental Health Advisory Com¬ 
mittee will be held at 9:00 aun. on 
June 15. 1977. in Conference Room A 
(Room 1112). Crystal Mall Building No. 
2, 1921 Jefferson Davis Highway. Arling¬ 
ton. Virginia. 

The purpose of the meeting will be 
to continue the discussion of Agency ap¬ 
proaches to the evaluation of test data 
relating to mutagenicity in the context 
of section 3. Registration of Pesticides, 
of the Federal Insecticid e. Fu ngicide, 
and Rodenttcide Act (FIFRA). as 
amended. 

The meeting will be open to the public. 
Any member of the public wishing to 
attend or submit a paper should contact 
the Secretariat. Science AdvLsory Board 
(A-101), U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency, Washington. D.C. 20460, by 
c.o.b, June 10. 1977. Please call Ms. Bar¬ 
bara Robinson on (703) 557-7720. 

Dated May 19. 1977. 

Lloyd T. Taylor. 

Acting Staff Director. 

Science Advisory Board. 

[FR Doc.77-14948 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 am) 


|OFP-43009B: PEL 733*7] 

WASHINGTON 

Extension of Contingent Approval of State 
Plan for Certification of Pesticide Appli¬ 
cators 

In accordance with the provisions of 
section 4(a) (2) of the Federal Insecti¬ 
cide, Fungicide, and Rodenticlde Act 
< FIFRA > as amended (86 Sta t. 973; 7 
UJ3.C. 136 et seq.) and 40 CFR Part 171 
(39 FR 36445 (October 9. 1974) and 40 
FR 11698 (March 12. 1975)). the Honor¬ 
able Daniel J. Evans, Oovemor of the 
State of Washington, submitted a State 
Plan for Certification of Commercial and 
Private Applicators of Restricted Use 
Pesticides to the Environmental Protec¬ 
tion Agency CEP A) for approval on a 
contingent basts, pending promulgation 
of implementing regulations. On Jan¬ 
uary 7. 1976. the Regional Administra¬ 
tor. EPA Region. X, approved the plan 
on a contingent basis for a fifteen 
month period. Notice of the approval was 
published in the Fbdctal Register on 
February 18. 1976 <41 FR 7449>. Legal 
authority for the program is contained 
in the Washington Pesticide Control 
Act, Washington Pesticide Application 
Act, and Washington Regulations. 

On April 7. 1977. the State of Wash¬ 
ington requested an extension of the 
Washington contingent approval pend¬ 
ing promulgation of the regulations as 
described in the State Plan. The Agen¬ 
cy finds that there is good cause for 
approving the request, and has granted 
an extension until September 1. 1977. 
Dated: May 16. 1977. 

Donald P. Duhols, 
Regional Administrator. U£. 
Environmental Protection 
Agency. Region X. 

(FR Doc77-14949 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 jun| 


|FRI. 733-2 PP7G1883 TI051 

N-CHLOROACETYL-N-<2,6- 
DIETHYLPHENYL)GLYCINE ETHYL ESTER 

Establishment of Temporary Tolerances 

Hercules. Inc.. Wilmington. DE 19899. 
has submitted a pesticide petition (PP 
701883) to the Environmental Protec¬ 
tion Agency (EPA), This petition re¬ 
quests that temporary tolerances be es¬ 
tablished for combined residues of the 
herbicide N-chloroacetyi-N-<2.6-dicthyl- 
phcnyl) glycine ethyl ester and its major 
metabolites N-chloroacctyl-N-(2,6-di- 
ethylphenyl)glycine ethyl ester gluta¬ 
thione conjugate and N-chloroacetyl-N- 
(2,6-dlethylphenyl) glycine ethyl ester 
cysteine conjugate in or on the raw agri¬ 
cultural commodities soybeans and soy¬ 
bean forage at 0.2 part per million 
(ppm) and sugar beet roots and tops at 
0.05 ppm. 

Establishment of these temporary tol¬ 
erances will permit the marketing of the 
above raw agricultural commodities 
when treted in accordance with an ex¬ 
perimental use permit that is being is¬ 
sued concurrently under the Federal In¬ 
secticide. Fungicide, and Rodentlcide Act 
(FIFRA), as amended (86 Stat 973, 89 
Stat 751; 7 U.S.C. 136(a) et seq *. 

An evaluation of the scientific data im¬ 
ported and other relevant material has 
shown that the requested tolerances are 
adequate to cover residues resulting from 
the proposed experimental use. and it 
has been determined that the temporary 
tolerances will protect the public health. 
The temporary tolerances ore established 
for the pesticide, therefore, with the fol¬ 
lowing provisions: 

1. The total amount of the pesticide 
to be used must not exceed the quantity 
authorized by the experimental use per¬ 
mit. 

2. Hercules, Inc., must immediately 
notify the EPA of any findings from the 
experimental use that have a bearing on 
safety. The firm must also keep records 
of production, distribution, and per¬ 
formance and on request make the rec¬ 
ords available to any authorized officer 
or employee of the EPA or the Food and 
Drug Administration. 

These temporary tolerances expire 
April 11. 1978. Residues not in excess of 
0.2 ppm remaining in or on soybeans and 
soybean forage and 0.05 ppm in or on 
sugar beet roots and tops after this ex¬ 
piration date will not be considered ac¬ 
tionable if the pesticide is legally applied 
during the term of and in accordance 
with the provisions of the experimental 
use permit and temporary tolerances. 
These temporary tolerances may be re¬ 
voked if the experimental use permit is 
revoked or if any scientific data or ex¬ 
perience with this pesticide Indicates 
such revocation is necessary to protect 
the public health. Inquiries concerning 
this notice may be directed to Libby 
Zink. Registration Division iWH-567), 
Office of Pesticide Programs. Room 315, 
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East Tower, 401 M St., 8W. Washington 
DC 20460 <202/756-4851). 

Dated: May 13, 1977. 

i3ec 4080) o( the Federal Food. Drug »ud 
Coemetic Act <21 U8C. 346 a(J).) 

Douglas D. Camft. 

Acting Director . 
Registration Division 

|FR Doc.77 r 14955 Piled 5 25 77;8:45nml 


(FRL 732-8; PP 4014GS> T107) 

PROCYAZINE 

Renewal of Temporary Tolerances 

On May 12, 1976, the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA> announced (41 
FR 19376) a renewal of temporary toler¬ 
ances for residues of the herbicide pro- 
cyozine <2- C l4-chloro-6- (cyclopropyla- 
mino) - 1.3.5 - trlazln - 2 - yllaminol-2- 
methylpropanenitrilc) In or on the raw 
agricultural commodities fresh corn, in¬ 
cluding sweet com < kernels plus cob with 
husk removed), corn grain, and com 
fodder and forage i except sweet corn 
fodder and forage) at 0.1 part per mil¬ 
lion < ppm». These tolerances were estab¬ 
lished <39 FR 39906) In response to a 
pesticide petition <PP 401469) submit¬ 
ted by Clba-Getgy Corp.. Agricultural 
Div., PO Box 11422. Greensboro NC 
27409. This renewal expired April 30. 
1977. 

Clba-Gelgy Corp. has requested a 
three-month renewal of these temporary 
tolerances both to permit continued test¬ 
ing to obtain additional data and to per¬ 
mit the marketing of the above raw agri¬ 
cultural commodities when treated in 
accordance with the provisions of an ex¬ 
perimental use permit that has been re¬ 
newed under the Federal In sectici de. 
Fungicide, and Rodentictde Act (FIFRA >. 
as amended < 86 8tat. 973; 89 Stat. 751; 7 
U.S.C. 136<a) etseq). 

The scientific data reported and all 
otiier relevant material have been evalu¬ 
ated. and it has been determined that 
renewal of the temporary tolerances will 
protect the public health. Therefore, the 
temporary tolerances are renewed on 
condition that the pesticide is used in 
accordance with the experimental use 
permit with the following provisions: 

1. The total amount of the pesticide to 
be used must not exceed the quantity 
authorized by the experimental use per¬ 
mit. 

2. Ciba-Oeigy Corp. must immediately 
notify the EPA of any findings from the 
experimental use that have a bearing on 
safety. The firm must also keep records 
of production, distribution, and per¬ 
formance and on request make the rec¬ 
ords available to any authorized officer 
or employee of the EPA or the Food and 
Drug Administration. 

These temporary tolerances expire 
July 30. 1977. Residues not in excess of 
0.1 ppm remaining in or on fresh corn 
Including sweet corn (kernels plus cob 
with husk removed) and corn grain, fod¬ 
der. and forage (except sweet com fod¬ 
der and forage) after this expiration 


date will not be considered actionable 
If the pesticide is legally applied during 
the term of and In accordance with the 
provisions of the experimental use per¬ 
mit and temporary tolerances. These 
temporary tolerances may be revoked If 
the experimental use permit is revoked 
or if any scientific data or experience 
with this pesticide indicate such revoca¬ 
tion is necessary to protect the public 
health. Inquiries concerning this notice 
may be directed to Ms. Libby Zink. Reg¬ 
istration Division (WH-567). Office of 
Pesticide Programs. Room 315, East 
Tower, 401 M St.. SW. Washington DC 
20460 (202/755-4851). 

(Sec 408(J). Federal Food Dr nnd Ci*- 
meltc Art <21 U.S.C 34(Uuji.» 

Dated: May 13.1977, 

Douglas D. Camp r. 

Acting Director , 
Registration Division. 

| PR Dor 77 14054 Filed 5-25-77:8 45 «vm] 


fFRL 735-4; PP 801853 T104J 

ESTABLISHMENT OF TEMPORARY 
TOLERANCES 

Ethyl 3-methyl*4-(methytthio)phenyl 

(1-methylethyl) phosphornrnidate 

Mobay Chemical Corp., Chcmagro Ag¬ 
ricultural Div„ PO Box 4913, Kansas City 
MO 64120, has submitted a pesticide pe¬ 
tition (PP 601863 ) to the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA). This petition 
requests that temporary tolerances be es¬ 
tablished for combined residues of the 
nematocide ethyl 3-methyl-4-<methyl- 
thio)phenyl (1-methylethyl) phosphora- 
m Ida to and its cholinesterase-inhibiting 
metabolites in or on the raw agricultural 
commodities apples, cherries, and 
peaches at 0.2 par per million <ppm>. 

Establishment of these temporary tol¬ 
erances will permit the marketing of the 
above raw agricultural commodities when 
treated in accordance with experimental 
use permits that are being Issued con¬ 
currently under the Federal Insecticide. 
Fungicide, and Rodentictde Act, as 
amended <86 Stat. 973. 89 Stat. 751; 7 
U-8.C. 136<a> et scg.K 

An evaluation of the scientific data 
reported and other relevant material has 
shown that the requested tolerances are 
adequate to cover residues resulting from 
the proposed experimental uses, and It 
has been determined that the temporary 
tolerances will protect the public health. 
The temporary tolerances are estab¬ 
lished for the pesticide, therefore, with 
the following provisions; 

1. The total amount of the pesticide to 
be used must not exceed the quantity au¬ 
thorized by the experimental use permits. 

2. Mobay Chemical Corp. must imme¬ 
diately notify the EPA of any findings 
from the experimental uses that have a 
bearing on safety. The firm must also 
keep records of production, distribution, 
and performance and on request make 
the records available to any authorized 
officer or employee of the EPA or the 
Food and Drug Administration. 


These temporary tolerances expire 
April 11. 1978. Residues not in excels of 
0J2 ppm remaining in or on apples, 
cherries, and peaches after this expira¬ 
tion date will not be considered action¬ 
able if the pesticide is legally applied 
during the term of and in accordance 
with the provisions of the experimental 
Uf»e permits and temporary tolerances. 
These temporary tolerances may be re¬ 
voked if the experimental use permits nre 
revoked or if any scientific data or e\. 
pcrlcnce with this pesticide indicates 
such revocation is necessary to protect 
the public health. 

Specific inquiries concerning this no¬ 
tice should be directed to Mr. Don Stubbs. 
Registration Division <WH-567i. Office 
of Pesticide Programs, EPA. 401 M SL 
SW. Washington. DC 20460. or by tele¬ 
phone lit 202 753-4851. 

(Section 408(j> of the FedenU Food Dnitf 
nnd Co*m*ttc Act (21 UJ8.C. 346»{J| |.) 

Dated: May 18. 1977. 

Douglas D. Campt, 
Acting Director 
Registration Division 

(FRCo TT ’5066 FUed 6-25-77;8.45 uni I 


IFRL 735-3; OPP 30132) 

PESTICIDE PROGRAMS 

Receipt of Applications to Register Pesti¬ 
cide Products Containing New Active 

Ingredients 

Applications have been submitted to 
the Environmental Protection Agency 

< EPA > to register pesticide products con¬ 
taining active ingredients which have 
not been included in any previously regis¬ 
tered pesticide products. Applications 
were made pursuant to the provisions of 
the Federal Insec ticide . Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act < FIFRA >. as amended 
<86 Stat. 973; 7 U.S.C. 136 et seq.). and 
the regulations thereunder (40 CFR 
162 *. Notice of receipt of these applica¬ 
tions is made in accordance with the 
provisions of Sections 3(0 <4> of FIFRA 
(40 CFR 162.6(b) <6)1 and does not in¬ 
dicate a decision by the Agency on the 
applications. 

Any Federal agency or other interested 
persons are Invited to submit written 
comments on any applications referred 
to in this notice to the Federal Register 
Section. Technical Services Division 

< WH-569 *. Office of Pesticide Programs. 
Environmental Protection Agency, Room 
401, East Tower, 401 M St. SW.. Wash¬ 
ington. DC 20460. Three copies of the 
comments should be submitted to fa¬ 
cilitate the work of the Agency and 
others interested in inspecting them. 
The comments must be received by June 
27. 1977. and should bear a notation In¬ 
dicating the EPA File Symbol number of 
the application to which the comments 
pertain. Comments received within the 
specified time period will be considered 
before a final decision is made with 
respect to the pending applications- 
Comments - received after the specified 
time period will be considered only to the 
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extent possible without delaying process¬ 
ing oi the application. Notke of approval 
or denial of the applications to register 
pesticide products listed will be an¬ 
nounced in the Federal Register. The 
kbels furnished by each applicant as 
well w all written comments filed pur¬ 
suant to this notice will be available for 
public inspection in the office of the 
Federal Register Section from 8:30 a.m. 
to 4 p.nr Monday through Friday. 

Dated: May 18.1977. 

Douglas D. Campt. 

Acting Director. 

Registration Division . 

\rrurATIOWB TtSKttVTO 

EPA Fie symbol 40219-R. The International 
Skkci Co.. Inc- One New York Plaxa. New 
York, NY 10004. NOVAMET 032, Active 
logredlents: Copper ( cuprous) tulflde 
93 Application proposes that tble prod¬ 
uct be cl iteaned for general tu»e In the 
manufacture of antifoullng palnm. PM24. 
EPA Flic Symbol 070-EAR. Velalcol Chemical 
Con?. 341 East Ohio 8L. Chicago. IL 60611. 
RAVAGE 75WP. Active Ingredient*: Buthi- 
*& 2 cl< 75.0%. Application proposes that 
thl« product be cliuwiflcd for general use 
m a non-crop herbicide. PM24. 

|PR Doc 77-15067 Filed 5- 25-77:8:46 Ami 


i KRh 735 4; OPP-30000/ 12A | 

REBUTTABLE PRESUMPTION AGAINST 
REGISTRATION AND CONTINUED REG¬ 
ISTRATION OF CERTAIN PESTICIDE 
PRODUCTS CONTAINING AMITRA2 

Extension of Period for Submission of 
Rebuttal Evidence and Comments 

On March 30. 1977. the Environmen¬ 
tal Protection Agency (EPA) issued a 
notice of presumption against registra¬ 
tion and continued registration of pesti¬ 
cide products containing the ingredient 
Amitra.' (N-ff(2.4-dimethylphonyl)imi- 
nolmethyll - N - methylmethanimlda- 
aidel. This notice was published in the 
tanAL Regib ter on April 6, 1977 (42 
PR 18299>. The regulations govemlng 
rebuttable presumptions provide that the 
applicant or registrant of such pesticide 
Products shall have forty-five (45) days 
from the date such notice is sent to sub¬ 
mit evidence In rebuttal of the presump¬ 
tion However, for good cause shown, an 
sddiUonal sixty (60) days may be 
irmted in which such ev idence may be 
wbmitted 140 CFR 162.11(a) <1> U) 3. 

A request for an additional 60 days in 
Jbich to present evidence to the Agency 
ms been received from Upjohn Co. Up¬ 
john has a registration application pend¬ 
ing with the Agency for an Amitraz 
Product, and has a registration for a 
jnamifacturing use only product cop- 
JJinlnr Amitraz. The Upjohn applica¬ 
te and registration were the only ap- 
Wcotion and registration affected by 
™ notice of presumption/ Upjohn has 
•Penned a need for additional time to 
Nfcrieve, review, and consolidate avail- 
*** to adequately respond to the 
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issues raised in the notice of presump¬ 
tion. 

The Agency agrees that additional 
time would be beneficial to ensure the 
submission of a complete and accurate 
response to the notice of presumption. 
Therefore, because good cause has been 
shown, Upjohn and other interested 
persons shall have until July 18. 1977. 
to submit rebuttal evidence and other 
comments or information. Such evi¬ 
dence. comments, or other information 
relevant to the presumption against reg¬ 
istration and continued registration 
should be submitted to the Federal Reg¬ 
ister Section. Technical Services Divi¬ 
sion <WH-569>. Office of Pesticide 
Programs. Environmental Protection 
Agency. Room 401, East Tower. 40i M 
St. SW.. Washington. DC 20460 Three 
copies of the comments should be sub¬ 
mitted to facilitate the efforts of the 
Agency and of others Interested In them. 
All comments .should bear the identify¬ 
ing "OPP-30000 12AComments and 
information received on or before July 
18. 1977, shall be considered before it is 
determined whether a notice shall be 
issued in accordance with 40 CFR 162,11 
(a) (5> (ID and 7 U.8 C. 136(a) (c)(fl» or 
7 U.8.C. 136(d) (b)<l>. Comments re¬ 
ceived after July 18. 1977. shall be con¬ 
sidered only to the extent feasible con¬ 
sistent with the time limits imposed by 
40 CFR 162.11(a) (5) (U). All written 
comments filed pursuant to this notice 
will be available for public inspection in 
the office of the Federal Register Section 
at the above address from 8:30 a m. to 
4 pjn. on normal business days. The file 
supporting the Agency's presumption 
against this pesticide is available for 
public inspection in the Office of 8pccial 
Pesticide Review. Rm, 447, East Tower, 
during the same.time period 

Dated: May 17. 1977. 

James W. Conlon. 

Acting Deputy Assistant Adminis¬ 
trator for Pesticide Programs. 

|FR Doc.77-15065 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 am] 


[FRL 735-5; OPP-33000. 505 J 

RECEIPT OF APPLICATION FOR 
PESTICIDE REGISTRATION 

Data To Bo Considered In Support of 
Applications 

On November 19. 1973. the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency (EPA) pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (39 FR 
31862) Its interim policy with respect to 
the administration of Section 3(c)(1) 
(D) of the Federal Insecticide. Fungi¬ 
cide. and Roden tic idc Act (FIFRA). as 
amended [“Interim Policy Statement"!. 
On January 22. 1976, EPA published in 
the Federal Register s document enti¬ 
tled “Registration of a Pesticide Prod¬ 
uct—Consideration of Data by the Ad¬ 
ministrator In Support of an Applica¬ 
tion" 141 FR 33391. This document de¬ 
scribed the changes in the Agency's pro¬ 
cedures for implementing 8ection 3(c) 

1 1) (D) of FIFRA, as set out in the In¬ 
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terim Policy Statement which were ef¬ 
fected by live e nactm ent of the recent 
amendments to FIFRA on November 28, 
1975 (Pub. L. 94-1401. and the new reg¬ 
ulations governing the registration and 
re-registration of pesticides which be¬ 
came effective on August 4, 1975 (40 CPR 
Part 1621. 

Pursuant to the procedures set forth 
in these Federal Register documents. 
EPA hereby gives notice of the applica¬ 
tions for pesticide registration listed be¬ 
low. In some cases these applications 
have recently been received; in other 
cases, applications have been amended 
by the submission or additional support¬ 
ing data, the election of a new method 
of support, or the submission of rtew “of¬ 
fer to pay" statement,. 

In the case of all applications, the 
labeling furnished by the applicant for 
the product will be available for inspec¬ 
tion at the Environmental Protection 
Agency, Room 209. East Tower. 401 M 
8treet, S.W.. Washington DC 20460. In 
the case of applications subject to the 
new Section 3 regulations, and applica¬ 
tions not subject to the new Section 3 
regulations which utilize cither the 2<a> 
or 2(b) method of support specified in 
the Interim Policy Statement, all data 
citations submitted or referenced by the 
applicant in support of the application 
will be made available for Inspection at 
the above address. This information 
(proposed labeling and, where applica¬ 
ble. data citations) will also be supplied 
by mail, upon request. However, such a 
request should be made only when cir¬ 
cumstances make it inconvenient for the 
Inspection to be made at the Agency 
offline. 

Any person who (a) is or has been an 
applicant. <b> believes that data he de¬ 
veloped and submitted to EPA on or 
after January 1. 1970. is being used to 
support an application described in this 
notice. <c) desires to assert a claim un¬ 
der Section 3(c) (1) (D) for such use of 
his data, and id) wishes to preserve his 
right to have the Administrator deter¬ 
mine the amount of reasonable compen¬ 
sation to which he Li entitled for such 
use of the data or the status of such data 
under 8ection 10 must notify the Ad¬ 
ministrator and the applicant named in 
the notice in the Federal Register of his 
claim by certified mail. Notification to 
the Administrator should be addressed to 
the Product Control Branch, Registra¬ 
tion Division tWH-567), Office of Pesti¬ 
cide Programs, Environmental Protection 
Agency. 401 M St SW, Washington DC 
20460. Every such claimant must In¬ 
clude. at a minimum, the Information 
listed in Uie Interim Policy Statement of 
November 19. 1973. 

Specific questions concerning applica¬ 
tions made to the Agency should be ad¬ 
dressed to the designated Product Man¬ 
ager (PM>. Registration Division (WH- 
567). Office of Pesticide Programs, at the 
above address, or by telephone as fol¬ 
lows: 

PM 11. 12. & 23—202/755-9315 
PM 21 & 22—202/420-2454 
PM 24—202, 755-3190 
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PM 31 —202/426 2035 
PM 33—202/755-9041 
PM 15. 1C. * 17—202/42* 942* 

PM 23-202/753-1397 
PM 25 -202/756-2032 
PM 32—202/426—0466 
PM 34—202 420 9490 

The Interim Policy Statement requires 
that claims for compensation be filed 
by July 25, 1277. With the exception of 
2(c) applications not subject to the new 
Section 3 regulations, and for which a 
sixty-da.v hold period for claims is pro¬ 
vided. EPA will not delay any registra¬ 
tion pending the assertion of claims for 
compensation or the determination of 
reasonable compensation. Inquiries and 
assertions that data relied upon are sub¬ 
ject to protection under Section 10 of 
PIFRA, as amended, should be made 
by June 27. 1977. 

Dated: May 18, 1977. 

Douglas D. Camp. 

Acting Director. 
Registration Division 
Applications Rccziveo (OPP-33000/505) 

EPA Reg. No. 275-18. Agricultural Ac Veteri¬ 
nary. Products Dip.. Abbott Laboratories, 
North Chicago IL 000*4. IMPEL WORM 
KILLER. Active Ingredients: Bacillus thu- 
rlnglcnsla, Berliner 16.000 International 
Unit* of Potency per mg (726 billion In¬ 
ternational Unit* per pound). Method of 
Support: Application proceed* under 2(a) 
of interim policy. Republished: Added uses 
with data. PM17. 

EPA Reg. No. 464-402. Dow Chemical. PO 
Box 1700. Midland MI 48*40 DOW PON M 
GRASS KILLER. Active Ingredient*: So¬ 
dium salt of dalapon 72.3*7.; Magnesium 
salt of dalapon 12.0 %. Method of Support 
Application proceeds under 2(b) of in¬ 
terim policy. Republished; Added uses. 
PM25. 

EPA Reg No. 618-75. Merck A Co. Inc. PO 
Box 2000. Rahway NJ 070*5 MERTECT 
340-F Active Ingredients: 2-(4-thlazolyl) 
benzimidazole 42 8% Method of 8tipport: 
Application proceeds under 2(b) of In¬ 
terim policy. Republished: Sign mean t new 
use pattern. PM21. 

EPA Reg. No. 001-37. Alroaol Co . Inc.. PO 
Box 240. Neodesha K8 66767. 6840-753-4963 
INSECT REPELLENT TYPE 11 A. Active In¬ 
gredients : N.N - Dlethylmetatoluiunide 

71 25%: Other Diethyl Tolu Amides 3.75%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(a) of Interim policy. PM17. 

EPA Reg No. 1239-60. Industrial Chemical 
Laboratories. Inc.. 1015 N. 14 St. Omaha 
NB 68102. D/S/D IT READY TO USE Active 
Ingredient*: n-Alkyl (60% C14. 30% C16, 
3% C12. 5% C18) dimethyl benzyl ammo¬ 
nium chloride* 0.082%; n-Alkyl (50% C12. 
30% CH. 17% C16, 3% CIS) dimethyl 
ethyl benzyl ammonium chloride* 0.082%; 
TTKodlum phosphate 0.027%. Method of 
Support: Application proceed* under 2(b) 
of interim policy. PM31. 

EPA File Symbol 1769 EIE National Chem- 
search. Div. of USA Chem. Inc.. 2727 Chem- 
ucarch Blvd . Irving TX 75062. NATIONAL 
CHEMSF.ARCH PATHFINDER INSECTI¬ 
CIDE. Active Ingredients: Chlorpyrlfoa 
(0,0-dlethyl 0 - (3.5.6-trlchloro-2-pyridl) 

phoophorothloate] 6.6%, Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceed* under 2(b) of 
Interim policy. PM 12 


EPA FUe Symbol 2724- ETU. Zoecon Indus¬ 
tries. Inc. 12200 Denton Dr.. Dali a* TX 
75234. GOLDEN MALRIN RF-128 FLY 
KILLER. Active Ingredient*: Met horn yl 
(s-methyl N-|methylcarb*moyl)oxy) thlo- 
acetlmldate 1.000%; (Z)-9-Tricosene 

0.025%. Method of Support Application 
proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. 
PM12 

EPA Reg No. 3125-163. Chemagro Agricul¬ 
tural Div.. Mobay Chemical Corp.. PO Box 
4913, Kansas City MO 64120 DASANIT 
SPRAY CONCENTRATE INSECTICIDE - 
NEMATICIDE. Active Ingredients: O.O- 
Dlcthyl 0-(4-(methyUulflnyl) phenylj 
phosphorothloaie 63%. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(b) of interim 
policy. Republlahed: Added use PM13. 

EPA Reg No. 3125-164. Chemagro Agricul¬ 
tural Div DASANIT 10 . GRANULAR LN- 
SECTICIDE NEMATICIDE. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: O.O-Diethyl 0-|4-(methyl*ulflnyl) 
phenyl | phosphorothloate 10% Method of 
Support: Application proceed* under 2(b) 
of interim policy Republlahed; Added use 
PMI5 

EPA Reg No. 3125 -213. Chemagro Agricul¬ 
tural Div. DASANTT 15% GRANULAR IN¬ 
SECTICIDE NEMATICIDE Active Ingredi¬ 
ent*: O.O-Dtethyl 0-|4-methylsulAnyl) 
phenyl] phoaphorothloate 15%. Method of 
Support Application proceeds under 2(b) 
of interim policy. Republlahed: Added use, 
PM 13. 

EPA File Symbol 3125-ORN. Chemagro Agri¬ 
cultural D!v DASANIT 8 EMULSIPIABLE 
INSECTICIDE-NEMATICIDE Active In¬ 
gredients* O.O-Diethyl 0-‘]4-(methylsul- 
flnyli phenyl) phoaphorothloate 80%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(b) of interim policy. Republlahed: 
Added use PM15. 

EPA File Symbol 3125 ORU Chemagro Agri¬ 
cultural Div 8ENCOR 4 PLOW ABLE HER¬ 
BICIDE Active Ingredient*; 4-Amlno-6- 
(l.l-dimeihylethyl)-3-(methylthlo) - 1.2.4- 
trlazln-Bi4//>-one 41%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceed* under 2(b) of 
Interim policy, PM25 

EFA File Symbol 3286 El. Fcrd Btaffel Co.. 
331 Burnet St.. San Antonio TX 78298. 
RTAFFELS BIO ECOLOGICAL COMPATI- 
BLE SPRAY. Active Ingredient*; Bacillus 
thurlnglenais. Berliner 0.68%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of Interim policy. PM17 

EPA File Svmbol 3837 UU Lubar Co., 1708 
Campbell, Kansas City MO 64108 MINOR. 
Active Ingredients: Poly (oxyethylene) (dt- 
metbylimlnlo) ethylene (dlmethyliminloi 
ethylene dichlorlde) 1 j 0%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceed* under 2(b) of 
interim policy. PM34 

EPA FUe Symbol 3837-UL. Lubar Co. MAJOR. 
Active Ingredients: Poly (oxyethylene dl- 
methyllminlo) ethylene (dimethyltmlnio) 
ethylene dichlorlde) 10.0%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of 
interim policy. PM34 

EPA Reg No. 5204-11 MAT Chemicals. Inc , 
PO Box 1104. Railway NJ 07063 BIOMET 
611 DISINFECTANT. Active Ingredients: 
Diiaobutylphenoxycthoxyethyl dimethyl 
benzyl ammonium chloride monohydrate 
39.33%: laopropanol 14 85%: Trl-n-butylttn 
benzoate 5.30%. Method of Support: Appli¬ 
cation proceed* under 2(a) of interim 
policy. PM33. 

EPA File Symbol 5204-AN. MAT Chemical*. 
Inc. BIOMET ANTIFOULING PAINT. Active 
Ingredients: Trlphenyltin Fluoride 16.0%,. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(b) of Interim policy PM24 


EPA Reg. No. 5197-50. Kern Manufacturing 
Corp.. Kem International Bldg, Tucker Oa 
30084. KEM GERM EX AEROSOL HOSPITAL 
DISINFECTANT DEODORANT Active In- 
gredlent*: Otho-phenylphenol 0.10%; Par*, 
tertlary-amylphenol 0.05%; Essential Oils 
0.75%; Alcohol 57.00%. Method of Support 
Application proceeds under 2(b) of interim 
policy. PM32 

EPA File Symbol 5719-TR. Chacon Chemical 
Corp.. A Subsidiary of Leisure Enterprise* 
Inc.. 2600 Yates Ave . City of Commerce CA 
90040 CHACON FUNGICIDE Active I 0 . 
gredlent*: Chtorothalonll (Tetraehlorrteo- 
phthalonltrite) 30 80 r . Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceed* under 2<t>\ of 
interim policy. PM21. 

EPA File Symbol 6125^-GG. Blxon Chemlcq 
Co.. 60-19 97th PI.. Corona NY 11388 HOWL 
CLEANER T Active Ingredients Octyl decti 
dimethyl ammonium chloride i 250* : 
Dioctyl dimethyl ammonium chloride 
0,625*;; Dtde~vl dimethyl ammonium 
chloride 0.625 T*; Alkyl amino betaine 
1 000 % . Hydrogen chloride 17500 
Method of Support- Application proceed* 
und*r 2 <b) of Interim pollev PM32 

EPA File Symbol 0125-GL Blxon Chemical 
Co. QUAT NO. 10 CLEANER-DISINFECT- 
ANT - DEODORIZER - FUNGICIDE - VERtJ- 
CIDE. Active Ingredient*: Dldecyl dimethyl 
ammonium chloride 2,5%: Tetra*>dtum 
ethylenedinmlne tetraacetate 2 . 0 %; Podium 
carbonate 1.5* Method of Support- Appli¬ 
cation proceeds under 2 (b> of interim 
poller. PM31. 

EPA File Symbol 6125-OA. Blxon Chemlod 
CO QUAT NO 11 CLEANER-DISINFECT¬ 
ANT - DEODORIZER - FUN GI CIDE- 
VTRUCIDE, Active Ingredient*: Dldecyl 
dimethyl ammonium chloride 2.5%; Tet- 
rasodlum ethylenedlamlne tetraacetate 
2.0%; Sodium carbonate 15% Method of 
Support: Application p-oceedr. under 

2(b) of interim policy. PM31 

EPA FUe Svmbol 6125 OT. Blxon Chemical 
CO. QUAT NO 9 CLEANER - DISINFECT¬ 
ANT - DEODORIZER - FUNGICIDE- 
%TRUCIDE. Active Ingredient*: Dtdeev! di¬ 
methyl ammonium chloride 2.5%; Tetra- 
Hodtum ethylenedlamlne tetraacetate 
2.0%: Sodium carbonate 1.5% Method of 
Support: Application proceed* under 2(b) 
of Interim policy. PM31. 

EPA File Symbol 6889 RR Palmetto Chemt- 
cal A Supply Co . Inc . PO Box 1218. 600 
Stitt St . Monroe NC 28110. SPEARMINT 
CLEANER DEODORIZER - DISINFECT- 
ANT - FUNGICIDE Active Ingredient* 
n-Alkyl (60% CI4. 30% C16. 5% C12. 6 '* 
C18) Dimethyl Benzyl Ammonium Chlo¬ 
ride* 0.6%; n-Alkyl 168 % C12. 32% C14) 
Dimethyl Ethylbenzyl Ammonium Chlo¬ 
rides 0.8%: Sodium Metaalltcate 2.4%; Tet- 
rasodlum Ethylenedlamlne Tetraacetate 
1.0%, Method of Support: Application 
proceed* under 2 (b) of intertm policy 
PM38. 

EPA File Symbol 73C8-UE. Georgia Pacific 
Corp., 2425 Malt Ave.. Los Angele* CA 
90040. SAN ISO L DISINFECTANT DEO¬ 
DORANT CLEANER. Active Ingredient*: 
n-Alkyl (60% C14. 30% C16. 5% Cl2. 5 r 
C18) dimethyl benzyl ammonium chlo¬ 
rides 1.6%; n-Alkyl ( 68 % C12, 32^ Ci4) 
dimethyl ethylbenzyl ammonium chlo¬ 
rides 1.6%; Sodium Carbonate 8.0% Tetrs- 
aodium ethylenedlamlne tetraacetate 
1.0%. Method of Support: Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(b) of Interim policy PM3L 
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KPA File Symbol 8823 LT Habco. Inc.. 10501 
Wayzat* Blvd.. Hopktm MN J6343. HABCO 
CHLORBOR. 8-2. Active Ingredient*: So¬ 
dium Chloral* (No C10U) 41.0%; Sodium 
Mciaborat* <No2B204 5H20) 5 XjO%: Tebu- 
thluron < 1 - (6-ter t-butyl -1,3.4 -ihiadlazol- 
2-yl)-1.3-climethyiur«s 16%). Method of 
Support: Application proceed* under 2lb) 
of interim policy PM25 

KPA File Symbol 8823- LI. Habco Inc. HABCO 
CHLORBOR 8-1 Active Ingredient*. So¬ 
dium Chlorate (No Cl03) 41.0%; Sodium 
Metabami* *No2B304 6H20) 51.0%; Ttebu- 
thlumn (l-{B-tert-butyl-13.4-thladimxol- 
2-yl)-1.3-dtmcthylurea 0 8%). Method oi 
Support: Application proceeds tinder 2(b) 
of Interim policy. PM25 

KPA File Symbol 8823-LO Hxtbco. Inc. HAB¬ 
CO CHLORBOR S-1.6. Active Ingredient*: 
Sodium Chlorate (No C103) 41.0%; So¬ 
dium Metaborate (No2B204 6H20) 51.0%; 
Tebuthluron (1- (5-tert-butyl-1,3.4-thta- 
dlazol-2-yl) - 1,3 - dlmethytur** 1 28%). 
Method of Support: Application proceed* 
under 2(b) of Interim policy. PM25. 

KPA FUo Symbol 2019-A. Malco Product*. 
Inc., 318 Fairview 8t . Barberton OH 44203. 
MALCO MU DEW PREVENTATIVE. Active 
Ingredients: Dldecyl dimethyl ammonium 
chloride 60%. Method of Support: Appli¬ 
cation proceed* under 2(b) of Interim pol¬ 
icy. PM31. 

KPA File Symbol 9717 RR Cal-Tek Indus¬ 
trie*. 1833 N. Eastern Ave. Loa Angeles 
CA 00032. 8TKAMITE Q D. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: n-Alkyl (80% OI4. 30% C18. 5% C12. 
8% C18) dimethyl benzyl ammonium 

chlorides 2.25%: n-Alkyl (68% C12, 32% 
014) dimethyl ethylbcmcyl ammonium 
chlorides 2.25%; Sodium Carbonate 3 00%. 
Method of Support: Application proceed* 
under 2(b) of Interim policy. PM31. 

KPA File Symbol 103C7-I. N. I Weinberg Co . 
1701 W Walnut 8t. Loubsvtil© KY 40203. 
OUTCIDK. Active Ingredient*: Poly (oxy- 
•thylcno (dlmethyllmlnlo) ethylene- (di- 
snethyllmlnlo) ethylene dichloride) 5.0%. 
Method of Support; Application proceeds 
under 2(b) of Interim policy. PM34. 

KPA File Symbol 30043-ER Lea Chemicals. 
Inc.. PO Box 608. Marianna FL 32446 
LEA BACTERCIDK DISINFECTANT-SANI¬ 
TIZER FUNOICIDK DEODORIZER AcUve 
Ingredient*: Dldecyl dimethyl ammonium 
chloride 7.6%; Liopropanol 3 0%. Method 
of Support: Application proceed* under 
2(b) of interim policy. PM31. 

KPA File Symbol 30240-0. Xonex Chemical*. 
3321 Empire Blvd.. S.W. Atlanta OA 30354 
XONEX LEMON ODOR DISINFECTANT. 
Active Ingredients: Alkyl (C14 58%. C16 
28%. C12 14%) dimethyl benzyl ammo¬ 
nium chloride 2.00%; Essential oils 0.25%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(b) of Interim policy. PM31. 

|FR Doc.77 15068 Filed 5-25 77;8 45 am| 


| PRL 734 81 

STATE FEDERAL WATER PROGRAMS 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Renewal 

Pursuant to section 7<a> of the Office 
of Management and Budget Circular No. 
A-8S. Transmittal Memorandum No 1. 


dated July 19. 1974, It is hereby deter¬ 
mined that renewal of the State-Federal 
Water Programs Advisory Committee Is 
In the public interest In connection with 
the performance of duties imposed on 
the Agency by law. The charter which 
continues the State-Federal Water Pro¬ 
grams Advisory Committee through June 
27. 1979. unless otherwise sooner termi¬ 
nated. will be filed at the Library of 
Congress 

Douglas M Cos tlx. 

Administrator . 

May 19. 1977. 

|PR Doc.77-15064 Filed 6-26-77:8:45 am| 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

|TIA8^2594| 

CANADA-U.S-A. TELEVISION AGREEMENT 
OF 1952 

Amendment of Table A 
Supplement No. 2 

(To the table of Canadian television 

(To the table of Canadian television 
channel assignment* and allocations 
within 250 miles of the Canada-UB.A. 
border, dated May 10. 1977. ns revised 
to April 12. 1977.) 

Pursuant to exchange of corre¬ 
spondence between the Department of 
Communications of Canada and the 
Federal Communications Commission. 
Table A of the Canada-US.A. Televi¬ 
sion Agreement has been amended as 
set forth in the attached list. It Is to 
be noted that those representing assign¬ 
ments will Indicate call signs plus param¬ 
eters. 

The allocation below has been deleted 
from Table A. 

Location Channel No . 

Sept Dec. Quebec- 11- 

The assignment below has been 
deleted however the allocation for this 
location win remain In Table A. 

Location and caJI letters Channel No. 
Hallburton. Ontario, CKVR-TV- 

3 . 5 

Further additions, changes, and dele¬ 
tions wUl be issued as reported to the 
Commission by the Canadian Depart¬ 
ment of Communications. 

Copies of the basic Table of Alloca¬ 
tions may be obtained from Downtown 
Copy Center. 1730 K Street NW.. Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20036. telephone 202-452- 
1422 

Wallace £. Johnson, 

Chief . Broadcast Bureau, 
Federal Commimlcafloiw Commission. 
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FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

jDockOt No. C161-323, el al ] 

UNION OIL CO. OF CALIFORNIA 

Applications for Certificates. Abandonment 
of Service and Petitions To Amend 
Certificates 1 

May 13, 1077. 

Take notice that each of the Appli¬ 
cant* listed herein has filed an applica¬ 
tion or petition pursuant to Section 7 of 
the Natural Gas Act for authorization to 
sell natural gas in Interstate commerce 
or to abandon service as described here¬ 
in, nil as more fully described in the re¬ 
spective applications and amendments 
which are on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
applications should on or before June 10, 
1977. file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission. Washington, D C. 20426, peti¬ 
tions to intervene or protests in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s Rules of Practice and Proce¬ 
dure as CPR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be con¬ 
sidered by it in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Persons wishing to be¬ 
come parties to a proceeding or to par¬ 
ticipate as a party in any hearing there¬ 
in must file petitions to intervene in ac¬ 
cordance with the Commission’s Rules. 

Takr further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by Sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
oil applications In which no petition to 
Intervene is filed within the time re¬ 
quired herein if the Commission on Its 
own review of the matter believes that 
a grant of the certificates or the authori¬ 
sation for the proposed abandonment is 
required by the public convenience and 
necessity. Where a petition for leave to 
Intervene is timely filed, or where the 
CommiKsion on its own motion believes 
that a formal hearing is required, fur¬ 
ther notice of such hearing will be duly 
given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
lor, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicants to appear 
or to be represented at the hearing. 

Lois D. Cashell, 
Acting Secretary. 


‘Thi* notice does not provide for conaoli- 
®* Uou for hearing of the several matters 

rorfred herein 


C177-4U0. 

4-6-77B 


cm-wi 

♦-27-7711 


u uiuin C. Kuwait. 746 6th Av*. 
New Yodr, N.Y. 1002. 

(truly A Bmty, No. 10 4tb St.. 
Mannington. W. Va 


K1 Paso Nstunt) Ou Co. (Blanco (■) 
MflW Verde Field, 8an Joan 
County, N. Mo*.). 

Consolidated (Jaw Supply Corp. I") 
(Mannington District. Morion 
County, w. Va). 


Docket No. 
and dale 
ftled 

Applicant 

Puwbawr and location 

Prlet per 
1,000 ft* 

Pressure 

base 

141-331 _ 

2-24-77 D 

Union Oil Co. of CalUbmia. 
Union Oil Center, P.O. Box 
7400, hoc Angelo*, Calif. M06I. 

Tranewcstern Plpelina Co. (certain 
acreage In ('<m» Area, Beaver 
County, Okie.) 

P*»> 

— 

C177-446.. .. 
4-29-77 A 

Tata* Pacific Oil Co* Inc,. 1740 

1 Main PL, Dallas, Tex. 76254. 

Trunkline G«* Co. (Rngme Island 
Htook 490, south addition, offshore 
Ixmlslaua). 

<11.44 

1173 

f'177-447_ 

4-1-77 A 

Diamond Shamrock Corp.. P.O. 
Bos Ml. Amarillo, Tex. 79179 

Trunkline (las Co. (Block 390 Field. 
Eugene Island, south addition, 
otfshorr southern Louisiana). 

* tl. 44 

U. 73 

CI77-449.. . 
2-24-77 A 

General Electric Co., building 3. 
room 30*, Appliance Park. 
Louisville. Ky 40226. 

Sutural Css Pipeline Co. of Amer¬ 
ica (Blur Burk Point Field, Cam¬ 
eron Pariah, La.). 

•••It 00302(11 

14.16 

(177-464 
4-21-77 B 

Phillips Petroleum Co.. 6 C4 
Phlflipc lUdg-, Bartlesville. 
Ok la. 74004. 

Texas One Transmission Corp 
(Fast Carterville Field, Webster 
Parish. La). 

r> 


C177-46I. 
4-24-77 It 

Coastal Slate* Gas Producing 
Co.. 6 (Ireenway Plasa Kant, 
Houston, Tex. 77044. 

Unites! Om Pipe Line Co. (various 
(Mds, Calhoun and Jackson 
( ountias. Tin.). 

<•) 


C177-462 
4-2-77 A 

t ham pi in lVirotrum Co., 700 
Houston Natural Da* Bldg, 
Houston. Tex. 77002. 

Kl Paso Natural Gas Co. (U 
Huerta Fwld, Kddy County, N. 
Mrx.). 

•**M|72.403(V 

14.73 

C177-4A3. 
4-2-77 A 

General American Oil Co. of 
Texas. Meadows Bldg , Dallas. 
Tex. 76300. 

F.l Paso Natural Gas Co (Houth- 
tm t Parnell Field, Hemphill 
County, Tex.). 

*•«*, 17*V 

14.73 

C177-444 
4-4-77 A 

AmvHrko Production Co., P.O. 
Box 1330, Houston, Tex. 77091. 

Trunkline Gas Co. (Rugm* Island, 
south addition. BUxk Ego Field 
area, offshore Louisiana). 

<*•11 94 

16.036 

C177-4M _ 

6-4-77 A 

A. O. HID. 31<001st National Bank 
Bldg., Dallas. Tex. 76302. 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of Amer¬ 
ica (Dee Stats So. 1 Well, North 
Dogger Draw Fk-I-I, Kddj 

County, N. Met.). 

•«"ltt.0W?e 

#14.73 

1146 

cm-M4 
6-4-77 A 

Kaptoo Inc., 123 South Michigan 
Awe., Ckingo, III. 40003. 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of Amer¬ 
ica (Federal #/ R M No. I Well. Lra 
county, N. Mex ). 

• » 91.46 

14.71 

C:r77-4A7_ 

6-4-77 A 

Amoco Production Co.. P.O. Bos 
3092. Houston, Tex. 77D0I. 

El Paso Natural (its Co. (F.umout 
and Jalrnat Fields, Lea County. 
N. Mat.). 

•**•5* 

14.73 

C177-4M. 
6-4-77 A 

Stephans Production Co., P.O, 
Box 349, Fort Smith, Ark. 77901. 

Arkansas Louisians Gas Co. (sec*. 
4-IN-10R and 36-2N-9K, Coal 
County, Okla.). 

MMWirgioo 

14 46 

C177-460 

Southland Royalty Co.. IMP let 
National Bldg., Fort Wcwth, 
Tex. 74102. 

Panhandle For Urn Pipe Una Co. 
(State IC#1 and Jeffery #1-X Walls, 
NKH and B/2 of sec. K r township 
21 north, range 23 west. Kill* 
County. Okla.). 

• 14121714 

14 M 


5 Rxpiratioa of laser. 

• W all ptoggod itntl atsuvdofwxL 

• Reassignment. 

• Applicant propoet* to coital th*. appikab)* national fair at prmmUf In opinion No. 770 1. *uh)M to adh*U 
meat* contained therein. 

• I’rwjwt base adjustment to 16.085 lb,In 1 

• Escalation In the event of any Increase m applicable Latte, nuti as severance lax. 
f Reserves depleted. leans expired. 

• Production ha* wwd. 

• Hubfect to quarterly escalations of 1 .he 
N I nr hi dr* Uli net tax 

" BubVrt to upward and downward Iliu adjustments, at a bate of Ijnoo Blu. 

• Applicant fee willing to accept a permanent certificate iu actor da/with oiMnion No. 770. at amended, subject to 
ad)w* menu contained therein. 

• Applicant and purchase are affiliated. 

•< Hun MV yearly emulation. 

*• Buyev to bear W pet of any U* iiMveastu 

• U la ©orn primed by buyer, a charge of *44 for tingle and Ifetf foe 2*lago eoropreorion may be made. 

• If gaa wore of substandard quality, buyer authorised to brttqt up to standard quality and make charge. 

• Production uimcocm tnlcaL 

• low volume, contract canceled 
ribnf code A—Initial lor. 

(1—Abandon merit. 

C- Amendment to add acxcaga 
D- Amendment to delete armage. 


K Partial norwieo. 

|PR Doc 77-14729 Filed 5-25-77;8:46 am) 
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NOTICES 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

| Docket NO. RI77 87J 
BILL J. GRAHAM 
Petition for Special Relief 

Mat 19. 1977. 

Take notice that on May 2. 1977. BUI J. 
Graham (Petitioner). P.O. Box 5321. 
Midland. Texas 79701. filed in Docket No. 
RI77-67 a petition for special relief pur¬ 
suant to | 2.76 of the Commission's Gen¬ 
eral Policy and Interpretations (18 CFR 
2.76). Petitioner seek* to collect a mte of 
$7.66 per Mcf for the sale of natural gas 
to The Permian Corporation, which re¬ 
sells the gas to El Paso Natural Gas Com¬ 
pany. from the University 12 No. 1 Well 
and the University 1 No. I Well located 
in Crockett County. Texas. Petitioner 
states that in order to recover the re¬ 
maining reserves of approximately 121.- 
000 Mcf from these properties, it will be 
necessary to install pumping equipment 
on one well and periodically swab the 
other well. Petitioner further states that 
it wiU also be necessary to install a gas 
compressor, separator, water tank, and 
an electrical power system to run the 
compressor and pumping unit. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition should on or before June 10. 
1977, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission. Washington. D.C. 20426. a pe¬ 
tition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance wth the requirements of the 
Commissio n's ru les of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or U0>. Ail protests 
filed with the Commission will be con¬ 
sidered by it in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be token but will not 
.serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any party wishing to be¬ 
come a party to a proceeding, or to par¬ 
ticipate as a party in any hearing 
therein, must file a petition to Intervene 
in accordance with the Commission's 
rules, 

Kenneth P. Plum*. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc 77-14975 Fll«d 5-25-77.8*45 am] 


(Docket No. RP74-100 (PGA77-5 and 
POA77-5a> | 

NATIONAL FUEL GAS SUPPLY CORP. 

Order Accepting PGA Rate Filing 

Mat 18. 1977. 

On April 19. 1977. National Fuel Gas 
Supply Corporation (National Fuel) ten¬ 
dered for filing proposed tariff sheets 1 
containing: an increase of 0.50 cents per 
Mcf or $856,002 annually In rates under 
National Fuel's purchase gas cost adjust¬ 
ment (PGA) provision to track pipeline 
supplier rate increases; and a special sur¬ 
charge of 2.36 cents per Mcf proposed 
to be charged over an eleven month pe¬ 


1 Twelfth Revised Sheet No. 4 to Original 
Volume No. 1 of National Fuel's PPC Oas 
Tariff. 


riod from May 1. 1977 through March 
31. 1978. to recover additional gas costs 
of $4,169,868 Incurred through purchases 
of 1.686.504 Mcf in emergency supplies 
during February and March 1977. Na¬ 
tional Fuel also tendered an alternate 
sheet* which would track Us suppliers' 
rate increases without an additional 
emergency purchase surcharge. An effec¬ 
tive date of May 1. 1977. is requested. 
For the reasons stated below, the Com¬ 
mission will accept for filing the pro¬ 
posed rate increase including the emer¬ 
gency surcharge, and permit it to become 
effective on May 1. 1977. 

Public notice of the filing was issued on 
May 4. 1977. It provides for protests or 
petitions to intervene to be filed on or 
before MAy 19. 1977. None has been filed 
at this time. 

TIUs filing replaces an earlier filing on 
April 1, 1977 which contained a tracking 
increase of 0.51 cents per Mcf. and a sur¬ 
charge of 13.31 cents per Mcf then pro¬ 
posed to be collected over five months. 
National Fuel states that the replacement 
filing accepted herein was submitted to 
track a subsequent rate adjustment by 
Consolidated Gas Supply Corporation 
and to provide for an extended and more 
equitable surcharge collection period of 
eleven months. 

National Fuel’s special surcharge re¬ 
flects costs Incurred in four emergency 
transactions. Three of these have been 
authorised by previous Commission or¬ 
ders: a sixty-day purchase from Paragon 
Resources Inc. the subject of an order is¬ 
sued February 8. 1977, in Docket No. 
CP77-38; the importation by Trans Can¬ 
ada Pipelines. Ltd., of supplies from Gaz 
Metropolitan, approved by order issued 
February 20, 1977, to Docket No CP77- 
232; and Importation of additional vol¬ 
umes from Trans Canada made available 
by the exchange exportation of electric 
energy by Niagara Mohawk Power Com¬ 
pany. as authorized by orders issued Feb¬ 
ruary 5. 1977, and March 7, 1977. in 
Docket No. CP77-188. These three pur¬ 
chases also required transportation serv¬ 
ices by Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company 
The fourLli transaction involved the bor¬ 
rowing of volumes from Pacific Lighting 
Service Company under arrangements 
similar to those approved by the Admin¬ 
istrator of the Emergency Natural Gas 
Act of 1977. 

In this particular docket, due to the 
unusual circumstances, the Commission 
will permit National Fuel to recover 
through its PGA provision the costs of 
these transactions which were prudently 
Incurred but are not limited to the sim¬ 
ple purchase prices. Given National 
Fuel's additional supply requirements 
during the unprecedented emergency 
conditions that prevailed this past win¬ 
ter. these unusual arrangements ap¬ 
peared necessary and the majority were 


• Alternate Twelfth RevUcd 8heet No. 4 to 
Original Volume No. 1 ot National Fuel* 
PPC Goa Tariff. 


approved by the Commission. The costs 
to be recovered are clearly and directly 
associated with the receipt of the emer¬ 
gency volumes by National Fuel. These 
abnormal and non-recurring transac¬ 
tions could not have been affectuated 
without incurrence of these costs, such as 
the charges paid to Tennessee for special 
transportation services. 

National Fuel also requests waiver of 
the terms of its PGA provision and of 
the Commission’s notice requirements lo 
permit this filing to become effective on 
May l. 1877. Its tariff. 55 17.3 and 175 
of the General Terms and Conditions, 
provides for semi-annual adjustments on 
April 1st and October 1st to recover de¬ 
ferred purchased gas costs and for thirty 
days notice of filing. National Fuel states 
that immediate recovery of its significant 
emergency expenditures is necessary to 
prevent irreparable harm and se ve re cash 
flow problems. Again, in light of the unu¬ 
sual circumstances berg, the appropriate 
waivers will be granted in this case. How¬ 
ever. the Commission expects that tn 
Docket No. RP77-57. the most recent 
general rate filing by National Fuel, the 
Staff will investigate carefully the possi¬ 
bility that any increases in sales result¬ 
ing from these emergency transaction* 
may have resulted in excess earning* 

Having reviewed National Fuel's filing, 
the Commission finds that the proposed 
PGA rate increase and surcharge are just 
and reasonable and are not unduly dis¬ 
criminatory or otherwise unlawful 
Therefore. Twelfth Revised Sheet No 4 
wiU be accepted for filing and made ef¬ 
fective as of May 1.1977. 

The Commission finds It is necessary 
and proper in the public interest and in 
carrying out the provisions of the Natural 
Gas Act. and good cause has been shown, 
to accept for filing and make effective 
as of May 1, 1977. National Fuel’s pro¬ 
posed PGA rate increase and surcharge 
tendered on April 19, 1977. and to grant 
as appropriate, waiver of the terms of 
National Fuel's tariff and of the ComraU- 
sion's regulations, as hereafter ordered 

The Commission orders. (A) Twelfth 
Revised Sheet No. 4 to Original Volume 
No. 1 of National Fuel’s FPC Gas Tariff, 
as tendered by National Fuel on April 
19. 1977. in these dockets, is hereby ac¬ 
cepted for filing and made effective as 
of May 1. 1977. 

CB‘ Waiver of the terms of National 
Fuel's FPC Gas Tariff, particularly 
55 17 3 and 17.5 thereof, and of the re¬ 
quirements of the Commission's Regula¬ 
tions is hereby granted to the extent 
necessary to carry out the provisions ot 
ordering paragraph (A) above. 

(C) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order in the FrorRU 
Register. 

By the Commission. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary 

|PR Doc.77-14976 Filed 6-25-77.8:45 ami 


FEDERAL REGISTER. VOL 42. NO 102—THURSO AY, MAV 24. 1977 










notices 


27061 


I Docket No. CS71-636| 

OCCIDENTAL PETROLEUM CORP. AND 
PERMIAN CORP. 

Petition for Declaratory Order 

May 19. 1977. 

Take notice that on February 98. 1977. 
Occidental Petroleum Corporation (Oc¬ 
cidental) pursuant to 3 1.7 (a) and (e) 
of the Federal Power Commission's rules 
of practice and procedure filed a petition 
for declaratory order. The petition states 
that Occidental and Permian Corpora¬ 
tion < Permian) are affiliated producers 
within the meaning of 3 157.40<a) <2> In- 
i<yfar as Permian has been a wholly 
owned ubsidlary of Occidental since 
1M6. Permian sells casinghead gas from 
Ito Todd Ranch Plant in Crockett 
County. Texas, to El Paso Natural Gas 
Company <E1 Paso) as successor In in¬ 
terest to Continental Oil Company by 
order issued January 7. 1970. in Docket 
No. CI61-1653. Occidental filed an appli¬ 
cation for a small producer certificate in 
Docket No. CS71-636 on May 3. 1971. 
However, the application on Its face did 
not purport to include Permian. A small 
producer certificate was Issued to Occl- 
tentil In Docket No. CS71-629 on No- 
ttmbcr 17. 1971. Aggregate Jurisdictional 
sales of occidental and Permian did not 
exceed the statutory limit in 1971, the 
year In which the small producer certifi¬ 
cate was granted to Occidental. Occi¬ 
dental and Permian request issuance of 
an amended small producer certificate 
which would Include the Permian Todd 
Ranch Plant sales prospectively with 
the Commission order. 

It appears reasonable and consistent 
with the public Interest In this case to 
prescribe a period shorter than 15 days 
for the filing of protesta and petitions to 
intervene. Therefore, any person de¬ 
siring to be heard or to make any pro¬ 
test with reference to said application 
should on or before MAy 31. 1977, file 
with the Federal Power Commission. 
Washington. D C. 20426. a petition to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the Commis¬ 
sion's rules of practice and procedure 
<18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate ac¬ 
tion to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the pro¬ 
wling. Any person wishing to become 
a party to a proceeding or to participate 
m a party in any hearing therein must 
nle a petition to intervene In accordance 
with the Commission’s rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

ini Doc. TM4973 Filed 5-25-77.8:46 am] 


I Docket No. ER77-23«| 

*J8LIC SERVICE CO. OF OKLAHOMA 
Contract 

May 19. 1977. 

Take notice that the Public Service 
^mpany of Oklahoma (Okie) on May 
1977, tendered for filing a Contract 


(New Contract) with the City of Paw- 
huska (City). Okie states that the New 
Contract will run concurrently with 
the existing Contract (Old Contract) 
entered Into on February 13, 1968 (FPC 
Rate Schedule No. 176). until Septem¬ 
ber 1. 1978, when said Old Contract 
terminates by Its own terms. Okie in¬ 
dicates that with the completion of new 
138 kv facilities on September 1. 1977. 
all service delivered to the City will be 
delivered at the new point of connection, 
however, the rate charged for the quan¬ 
tity of power sold under the Old Con¬ 
tract will be as provided therein, and 
the quantity of power delivered in excess 
of the Old Contract will be sold under 
the terms of the New Contract. 

According to Okie, the increase in the 
City’s demand for power necessitated the 
new connection to the higher (138 kv) 
transmission system and the New Con- 
track. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said filing should file a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street NE-, Washington, D.C. 
20426. in accordance with 13 1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission's rules of practice and 
procedure <18 CFR 1.8 and 1.10). All 
such petitions or protests should be 
filed on or before May 27. 1977. Pro¬ 
tests will be considered by the Commis¬ 
sion In determining the appropriate 
action to be taken, but will not serve 
to make protestants parties to the pro¬ 
ceeding. Any person wishing to become a 
party must file a petition to intervene. 
Copies of this filing are on file with 
the Commission and are available for 
public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc 77-14971 Filed 5-36-77:8:45 am] 


(Docket Wo ER77-3711 

PUBLIC SERVICE CO. OF NEW 
HAMPSHIRE 

Filing of Agreement 

Mat 18. 1977. 

Take notice that the Public Service 
Company of New Hampshire < PS Nil) 
on May 10. 1977. tendered for filing as 
an initial rate schedule a Transmission 
Contract with Boston Edison Company 
(the Buyer). 

PSNH Indicates that under the Con¬ 
tract. PSNH transmitted through its 
system an entitlement of power which 
the Buyer will be purchasing from Ver¬ 
mont Electric Power Company, Inc. 

PSNH requests that the Commission 
waive the normal 30-day notice require¬ 
ment and permit the rate schedule to be 
effective as of 11:59 pm on March 31, 
1977. 

According to PSNH, a copy of the fil¬ 
ing was served upon the Buyer. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street NE., Washington. D.C. 


20426, In accordance with 3118 and 1.10 
of the Commission's rules of practice 
and procedure (18 CFR 1.8. 1.10). All 
such petitions or protests should be filed 
on or before June 1, 1977. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
application are on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and are available for public in¬ 
spection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc*77-14909 Filed 6-25-77:8:45 amJ 


(Docket No. RP77 96( 

TEXAS EASTERN TRANSMISSION CORP. 

Proposed Changes in FPC Gas Tariff 

May 18. 1977. 

Take notice that Texas Eastern Trans¬ 
mission Corporation on May 6. 1977. 
tendered for filing proposed changes In 
its FPC Gas Tariff. Fourth Revised Vol¬ 
ume No. 1, the following sheet: 

Revised Second Sub*!ltut* Thirtieth Re¬ 
vised Sheet No. 14. 

On May 4. 1977, Texas Eastern filed 
Rate Schedule ISS as a part of its FPC 
Gas Tariff, pursuant to the Commission's 
directive in its order dated April 21. 
1977, in Docket No. CP77-313, and re¬ 
quested an effective date of April 16. 
1977. for such rate schedule. Section 10 
of Rate Schedule ISS provides for Texas 
Eastern to revise its rates under ISS co¬ 
incident with changes In Consolidated 
Gas Supply’ Corporation's (Consoli¬ 
dated) Rale Schedule GSS. The above 
tariff sheet is being issued to reflect the 
flow’ through or Consolidated's change 
in OSS rates effective May 1. 1977, In 
Consolidated's general rate Increase 
Docket No. RP77-7. 

The proposed effective date of the 
above tariff sheet as May I. 1977 to co¬ 
incide with the effective date of the 
change In Consolidated's GSS rates. 

Copies of the filing were served upon 
Texas Eastern’s Jurisdictional customers 
and Interested state commissions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission. 825 North Capitol 
Street NE , Washington. D.C. 20426. in 
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of 
the Commission's rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8. 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before May 31, 1977. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
flic a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and arc available for public Inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary, 

(NR Doc.77-14977 Piled 5-26-77;8:45*m J 
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NOTICES 


t Docket No CP77 382J 

TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPE LINE 
CORP. 

Application 

May 19, 1977. 

Take notice that on May 16. 1977, 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corpo¬ 
ration < Applicant). Post Office Box 1396. 
Houston, Texas 77001. filed In Docket 
No. CP77-382 an application pursuant to 
section 7 of the Natural Gas Act. as 
amended, and the rules and regulations 
of the Federal Power Commission, for u 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing Applicant to con¬ 
struct and operate pipeline facilities In 
Uie Brazos Area, South Addition, off¬ 
shore Texas, all as more fully set forth 
in the application which is on file with 
the Commission and open to public in¬ 
spection. 

Specifically. Applicant proposes to 
construct and operate approximately 
4.06 miles of 20-inch pipeline and ap¬ 
purtenant metering and regulating fa¬ 
cilities to connect natural gas production 
facilities in Brazos Block A-133 to an 
existing pipeline system in Brazos Block 
A-105. Applicant states that it will pur¬ 
chase Block A-133 gas production pur¬ 
suant to advance payments to and/or 
gas purchase contracts with producers 
in such block. _ 

The total estimated cost of the pro¬ 
posed facilities is $3,750,000 to be fi¬ 
nanced initially through short-term 
loans and available cash. 

Applicant states that construction of 
the proposed facilities Is scheduled to 
commence August 1. 1977. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application, on or before June 10, 1977. 
should file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission. Washington. DSC. 20426. a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or a protest in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission's rules of practice and proce¬ 
dure <18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken, but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the pro¬ 
ceeding. Any person wishing to become 
a party to a proceeding, or to participate 
as a party in any hearing therein, must 
file a petition to intervene in accord¬ 
ance with the Commission's Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission's rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure. a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission 
on this application if no petition to In¬ 
tervene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own re¬ 
view of the matter finds that a grant of 
the certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to Intervene is timely Hied, or 
if the Commission on its own motion be¬ 
lieves that a formal hearing is required, 
further notice of such hearing will be 
duly given. 


Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FP. Doc 77-14974 Filed 5-25-77:8 45 am) 


(Docket No CP77-375) 

UNITED GAS PIPE LINE CO. 

Application 

May 19. 1977. 

Take notice that on May 12. 1977, 
United Gas Pipe Line Company < Appli¬ 
cant >, P.O. Box 1478. Houston. Texas 
77001. filed in Docket No. CP77-375 an 
application pursuant to section 7 of the 
Natural Gas Act for a certificate of pub¬ 
lic convenience and necessity authorizing 
an additional delivery point for the de¬ 
livery of up to 240 Mcf of natural gas per 
day to Entex, Inc/s < Entex > Youngsville 
system, and the installation of a new 
tap on Applicant's Erath Amaudville 26- 
lnch line in Lafayette Parish. Louisiana, 
all as more fully set forth in the applica¬ 
tion which is on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Applicant indicates that it is presently 
delivering natural gas to Entex for Its 
various distribution systems in South 
Louisiana including the City of Youngs- 
ville, Louisiana, pursuant to a service 
agreement dated November 17. 1971 be¬ 
tween United Gas. Inc., the predecessor 
in interest of Entex, and Applicant. 

Applicant states that Entex is having 
capacity problems on the northern part 
of its Youngsville system and by vir¬ 
tue of a letter agreement dated March 3, 
1977. between Entex and Applicant. Ap¬ 
plicant proposes to provide Entex with 
an additional delivery point for Youngs¬ 
ville at approximately Mile Post 18.47 on 
Applicant's Erath-Amaudville 36-inch 
line in Lafayette Parish, Louisiana, and 
shift 240 Mcf of gas per day from 
Youngsville's allocation to this new de¬ 
livery point. 

Applicant states that the proposed 
new delivery point is to be. known as 
Youngsville City Gate No. 2 (City Gate 
No. 2). and would require Applicant to 
Install, at Entex's expense, a new' tap at 
an estimated cost of $1,678.00. It is stated 
that no increased deliveries by Applicant 
would be made. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said application should on or before 
June 7, 1977. flic with the Federal Power 
Commission. Washington, D.C. 20426, a 
petition to Intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission's rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure <18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by It 
in determining the appropriate action to 
be taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file a 


petition to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission's rules. 

Take further ndtice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained In and subject to 
the Jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com¬ 
mission's rules of practice and procedure 
a hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this ap¬ 
plication if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the cer¬ 
tificate is required by the public con- 
venience and necessity. If a petition for 
leave to intervene Is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion be¬ 
lieves that a formal hearing is required, 
further notice of such hearing will be 
duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretory. 

| FR Doc.77-14972 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 *m| 


| Docket No. ER77-3451 

VERMONT ELECTRIC POWER COMPANY, 
INC. 

Filing of Purchase Agreement 

May 19, 1977 

Take notice that on May 2, 1977. the 
Vermont Electric Power Company. Inc 
< Velco), tendered for filing the following 
Rate Schedule: 


Purchase Agreement lor the aalo of thirty- 
two thousand kUowatU (32.000 KW) and re¬ 
lated energy from the Vermont Yank** 
Nuclear Generating Unit in Vernon. Vermont 
to the Boston Edison Company (Boston Edi¬ 
son) by the Vermont Electric Company. Inc 
dated as of February 35, 1977. 


Vclco suites that service under thU 
Agreement began at 11:59 pm. on 
March 31. 1977. and will terminate at 12 
midnight on October 31,1977. Velco Indi¬ 
cates that the amount of power to be sold 
under the Contract is estimated to be 
sixteen million KwHrs per month, with 
estimated monthly revenues of $300,000. 
Vclco states that the charges paid to it 
will be credited to those Vermont utllitJe* 
which have released portions of their 
Vermont Yankee purchases from Velco 
in proportion to the amount of capacity 
and energy released by them to Velco for 
this sale, and that therefore there will 
be no change in the overall rate of return 


of Velco. 

Velco requests a waiver of 8 35.3 of th* 
Commission's rules and regulations to 
allow an effective date of April 1, In¬ 
citing extended Contract negotiation 
with Boston Edison. 


Any person desiring to be heard or 
protest said filing should file a petmon 
to intervene or protest with the reOM** 
Power Commission. 825 North Capitol 
Street NE.. Washington. D.C. 20426 m 
accordance with 18 1.8 and i.10 of th 
Commission's rules of practice and pr * 
cedure <1.8 and 1,10). All such petitions 
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of nrotcst* should be filed on or before 
May 26, 1977 Protests will be considered 
Wr the commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become n party must file a petition to 
intervene Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for publir inspection. 

Kctirmt F. Plumb. 

Secretary 

[fR IX>c 77-14970 Piled 5-25 77;8:45 ami 


[Docket No. RP77-MJ 
ARKANSAS LOUISIANA GAS CO. 

Revised Tariff Sheet 

May 23. 1977. 

TSkc notice that on April 29. 1977. 
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Company 
(ArklaV tendered for filing "Revised 
Sheet No. 185 issued on May 1. 1977” to 
Its Rau. Schedule No. X-26. FPC Gas 
Ttriff Original Volume No. 3. which 
Artla states represent* the rates as filed 
in the captioned docket adjusted to re¬ 
flect its currently effective purchased gas 
cost of 52.29 cents per Mcf at 14.73 psia 
Mid surcharge rate of 11.49 cents per 
Mcf at 14.65 peia. 

Arkla requests the above described 
tariff sheet be substituted for the "Re- 
vfced Sheet No. 185 issued on April 15. 
1977” in its Notice of Rate Change filed 
on April 15. 1977 in Docket No. RP77-54 
proposed to be effective June 1. 1977. 

AricJa also states that copies of its fil¬ 
ing were mailed to the jurisdictional cus¬ 
tomer affected and other Interested 
parties. 

Any i>erson desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a Petition to 
Intervene or Protest with the Federal 
Power Commission. 825 North Capitol 
Street NE.. Washington. D.C. 20426. in 
accordance with 55 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and Pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8. 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before May 27.1977. Protests will be con¬ 
sidered by the Commission In determin¬ 
ing the appropriate action to be taken, 
but will not serve to make protestants 
Parties to the proceeding. Any person 
*khing to become a party must file a 
Petition to Intervene. Copies of this filing 
we on file with the Commission and arc 
Available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IP* Doc. 77-15139 Filed 5-24-77;2:41 pm] 
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ACTIONS OF THE BOARD OF 
GOVERNORS 

Applications and Reports Received During 
the Week Ending May 7.1977 

NjWxneot by Chairman Arthur F. Bums be- 
jr* th® Senate Committee on Banking. 
Jaauiilxu:. and Urban Affairs on the condl- 
Uon cl the national economy and the course 
w monetary policy. 


Statement by Governor David M. Lilly before 
the House Subcommittee on Employee 
Ethics and Utilization of the Committee on 
Post Office and Civil Service on H.R. 2387. 
a bill that would raise to Level I of the 
Executive Schedule the position* of the 
Chairman of the Board of Govern or* and 
of the Director of the Office of Manage¬ 
ment and Budget, and to Level II the posi¬ 
tions of the Board Members and the Deputy 
Director of the Office of Management and 
Budget 

Regulation Z. proposal to make four simplify¬ 
ing revisions of Truth in Lending the pro¬ 
posals are meant to eliminate unnecessary 
information from the Truth In Lending dis¬ 
closure statement In order to focus atten¬ 
tion on the more meaningful and useful 
emt disclosures as well as to prom te credi¬ 
tor compliance with the Regulation The 
Board will receive comments on tts pro¬ 
posals through June 15. 1977. | Docket No. 
R-0098 1 

Bavletke Corp.. Sturgeon Bay. Wisconsin, ex¬ 
tension of time to October 21. 1977. within 
which to become a bank holding company 
through the acquisition of 80 percent or 
more of the voting shares of Bank or 
Sturgeon Bay, Sturgeon Bay. Wisconsin.' 
Dunn Shares. Inc. Eagle Grove, ^^.ex¬ 
tension of time to June 4. 1977. within 
which to become a bank holding company 
through the acquisition of 5153 percent or 
more of the voting shores of Security 
Savings Bank, Eagle Grove. Iowa.’ 

First City Bancorporatlon of Texas. Inc. 
Houston. Texas, extension of time to May 
81. 1977. within which to consummate the 
acquisition of Red Bird National Bank. 
Dallas. Texas.' _ 

Dilate of James Milllklu. Deceased. Decatur. 
Illinois, extension of time to August 3. 
1977. within which to acquire 55 percent of 
the voting shares of the successor by mer¬ 
ger to The uuttkm National Bank of De¬ 
catur. Decatur. Illinois.* 

Connecticut Bank and Trust Company. Hart¬ 
ford. Connecticut, extension of time to De¬ 
cember 31. 1877. within which to establish 
a branch at 505 Saw MlU Road. West Haven. 
Connecticut.* 

Harris Trust and Savings Bank. Chicago. Il¬ 
linois, extension of time to September 1. 
1877. within which to eatahllah a branch at 
the Board of Trade Building. Chicago. 
Illinois ' 

Cotumbua Trust Company. Columbus. Ohio, 
extension of time to June 30. 1977. within 
wbkh to baconve a member of the Federal 
Reserve System. 1 

Marine Midland International Corporation. 
New York. New York, extension of time 
within which to complete tu Investment in 
Marmld Finance Limited. Hong Kong * 
Kentwood Bank. N.A_ Kentwood. Michigan, 
proposed merger with Kentwood National 
Bank. Kentwood. Michigan, report to the 
Comptroller of the Currency on competi¬ 
tive factors ! 

National Union Bank. Columbiana. Ohio, 
proposed merger with X National Bank, Co¬ 
lumbiana. Ohio, report to the Comptroller 
of the Currency on competitive factors.* 
Bank of Wert Blocton. West Bloc ton. Ala¬ 
bama. extension of time ta September 1. 
1977. within which to effect withdrawal 
from membership.* 

To Establish a Domestic Branch Pur¬ 
suant to Section 9 of the Federal Reserve 
Act, 


* Application processed on behalf of the 
Board of Governors under delegated au¬ 
thority. 


amtovro 

Western State Bank. Sioux Fails. South Da¬ 
kota. Branch to be established upon 
relocation of main office.* 

Thirty Day Notice by a Member Bank 
of Intention To Establish an Additional 
Branch In a Foreign Country. 

ATPSOVXD 

Bank of America N T and S A: Branch- 
Additional in Red Hook. St. Thomas. Virgin 
Islands. 

International Investments and Other 
Actions Pursuant to Sections 25 and 
25*a) of the Federal Reserve Act and 
Sections 4(c)(9) and 4(c) (13) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act of 1956, as 
amended. 

A RI O W 

Citibank Overseas Investment Corporation 
Investment—to acquire shares of lAC 
< Holdings) Limited. Melbourne. Australia, 
now held by Citicorp and the Australian 
Public. 

Citicorp: Amend Board's letter of December 
23, 1975. reinvestment of cash dividends In 
Foreign subsidiaries. 

Manufacturers Hanover International Fi¬ 
nance Corporation: Investment—to ac¬ 
quire a de novo leasing corporation In 
Oreat Britain and for the Utter to Issue 
debt obligations. 

International Bank of Detroit: To suspend 
subsidiary condition!;: Hondeia Finance 
Limited, Hong Kong. 

Bankamciica Corporation: Investment—to 
reinvest cash dividends received. 

To Form a Bank Company Pursuant 
to Section 3(a) (1) of the Bank Holding 
Company Act of 1956. 

arpKOven 

McCune Bancshares. Inc.. McCune, Kansas, 
for approval to acquire 80 percent or more 
of the voting shares of McCune State Bank. 
McCune. Kansas. 

SYB Corporation. Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, 
for approval to acquire 80 percent or more 
of the voting shares of Stock Yards Bank. 
Oklahoma City. Oklahoma. 

To Expand a Bank Holding Company 
Pursuant to Section 3(a) <3> of the Bank 
Holding Company Act of 1956. 

at mo VXD 

Peoples Banking Corporation. Bay City. 
Michigan, for approval to acquire 100 per¬ 
cent of the voting shares of The First Na¬ 
tional Bonk of Lapeer. Lapeer. Michigan 
Roger Billing*, Incorporated. Delphi*. Kan¬ 
sas. for approval to acquire on additional 
10 percent of the voting shares of The 
State Bank of Dclpboo. Delpbos, Konao*. 

DKKIXD 

Northwest Bancorporatlon, Minneapolis, 
Minnesota, for approval to acquire 90 per¬ 
cent or more of the voting shores of First 
National Bank. Fort Dodge, Iowa, Fort 
Dodge, Iowa. 


• Application processed by the Reserve 
Bonk on behalf of the Board of Governor* 
under delegated authority. 
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NOTICES 


To Expand a Bank Holding Company 
Pursuant to Section 4(c) (8) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act of 1956. 

wnxttAW 

Manufacturer* Hanover Corporation, New 
York. New York, for approval for the con¬ 
tinuance of certain activities by Its sub¬ 
sidiary. Ritter Financial Corporation. Wjrn- 
oote. Pennsylvania, with offices located in 
Sicklervllle. New Jersey. Fairmont. North 
Carolina; Red Springs. North Carolina; 
Wade*boro. North Carolina: Hummeistown, 
Pennsylvania; Warsaw, Virginia; Wood- 
stock. Virginia (consumer credit related 
property and casulty Insurance which is 
related to extensions of credit by Ritter 
Financial Corporation). 

DELAYED 

Citicorp. New York. New York, notification of 
intent to relocate do novo actlvitiee (mak¬ 
ing of consumer installment persona] loans 
and purchasing consumer Installment 
sales finance contracts: credit related In¬ 
surance coverages are sold) from 3416 Cen¬ 
tral Avenue SB.. Albuquerque. New Mexico, 
to Conronado Shopping Center, Corner of 
Mcnaui and Louisiana NE . Albuquerque. 
New Mexico (May 4. 1977) * 

Trust Company of Georgia. Atlanta. Oeorgla. 
notification of intent to engage In de 
novo activities (providing data processing 
services to banks and bank holding com¬ 
panies including, but not limited to. proc¬ 
eeding for checking and savings accounts, 
automated proof transit, general ledger 
and check reconcilement) at 2140 North¬ 
east 2nd Street. Gainesville. Florida, 
through a subsidiary, Trusco Data Systems 
of Florida. NA (May 4. 1977) > 

Security Pacific Corporation, Los Angeles, 
California, notification of intent to engage 
in de novo activities (acting as agent or 
broker for the sale of credit related prop¬ 
erty and casualty insurance) at 80 
South Lake Avenue Pasadena. California, 
through Its subsidiary. Security Pa . tAc Fi¬ 
nance Corp. (May 2. 1977).* 

PSaMRTED 

Manufacturers Hanover Corporation. New 
York, New York, notification of Intent to 
engage in de novo activities (leasing real 
and personal property on a full payout 
basis and acting as agent, broker, or ad¬ 
viser In leasing of such property and the 
making and acquiring, for its own ac¬ 
count or for the account of others, loans 
and other extensions of credit with respect 
to such property and serving such leases, 
loans or other extensions of credit) at 400 
Executive Park Drive. Cincinnati, Ohio, 
through its subsidiary. Manufacturer* 
Hanover Leasing Corporation (May 0, 
1077).• 

Manufacturers Hanover Corporation. New 
York. New York, notification of Intent to 
engage in de nevo activities (making or 
acquiring, for its own account or for the 
account of others, loons and other exten¬ 
sions of credit each as would be made by a 
finance compsuy; servicing loans and other 
extensions of credit for any person; and 
acting os agent or broker for the sal*> of 
credit related Ufe/acddent and health in¬ 
surance which is related to extensions of 
credit made and acquired by Ritter Fi¬ 
nance Company and/or it a direct and in¬ 
direct subsidiaries) at 110 Courthouse 
Avenue. Burgaw. North Carolina, through 
Its Indirect subsidiary. RUter Finance 
Company. Inc, of North Carolina (May 6, 
1977).* 


4(c)(6) and 4(c) (J2) notification* pro¬ 
cessed by Reserve Bank on behalf of the 
Board of OovernOrs under delegated au¬ 
thority. 


First Security Corporation. Salt Lake City. 
Utah, notification of Intent to engage in 
de novo activities (making or acquiring, 
for its own account or for the account of 
others, loans and other extensions of credit 
such as srouid be made by a mortgage 
company and servicing of such loans, par¬ 
ticularly oommerdal and residential real 
estate loans) at 1326 South 800 Bast Street, 
Orem. Utah, through its subsidiary. Utah 
Mortgage Loan Corporation (May 6. 1977).* 

First Security Corporation. Salt Lake City. 
Utah, notification of intent to engage In 
de novo activities (making or acquiring, 
for its own account or for the acoount of 
others, loans and other extensions of credit 
such as would bo made by a mortgage 
company and the servicing of such loans, 
particularly commercial and residential 
r*ai estate loans) at 1445 South Poplar 
Street. Rock Springs. Wyoming, through 
its subsidiary. Utah Mortgage Loan Corpo¬ 
ration (May 5. 1977).* 

Wells Fargo A Company. San Francisco. 
California, notification of Intent to engage 
in de novo activities (making or acquiring, 
for its own account or for the account of 
others, loans and other extension* of 
credit; servicing loans and other extensions 
of credit for other persons; acting as an 
insurance agent or broker with respect to 
the following types of insurance that are 
directly related to the extension of credit 
by Wells Fargo A Company or tu subsidi¬ 
aries:. credit life and credit accident and 
* health Insurance and mortgage redemption 
life insurance and group mortgage dis¬ 
ability Insurance) at 7650 Pacific Avenue. 
Stockton. California, through Its •ubaidl- 
arle*. Wells Pargo Mortgage Company and 
WPMC Corporation (May 2. 1977).* 
approved 

Manufacturers Hanover Corporation. New 
York. New York, for approval to commence 
certain activities by Its indirect subsidiary. 
Ritter Life Insurance Company. Wyncote, 
Pennsylvania (engaged In underwriting, as 
reinsurer, credit life and credit accident 
and health insurance which Is related to 
extensions of credit made or acquired by 
Ritter Financial Corporation) 

Manufacturers Hanover Corporation. New 
York. New York, for approval for the con¬ 
tinuance of certain activities by its sub¬ 
sidiary. Ritter Financial Corporation. Wyn¬ 
cote. Pennsylvania with office* located In 
SicklervlUe, New Jersey; Fairmont. North 
Carolina; Rod Springs. North Carolina; 
Wade* boro. North Carolina; Hit mm els - 
town. Pennsylvania: Warsaw. Virginia; 
Woodstock. Virginia (engaged in making 
or acquiring, for Its own account or for the 
account of others, loans and other exten¬ 
sions of credit such as would be made by a 
finance company; servicing loans and 
other extensions of credit for any person; 
and acting as agent or broker for the sale 
of credit related life and accident and 
health insurance) 

McCune Bancshareu, Inc.. McCune, Kansas, 
for permission to engage In the sale of 
credit life and credit accident and health 
insurance and other Insurance directly re¬ 
lated to extensions of credit by McCune 
State Bank. McCune. Kansas. 

SBAFIRST CORPORATION. Seattle. Wash¬ 
ington. for approval to acquire indirectly, 
through its wholly-owned subsidiary. Sea- 
first Insurance Services Corporation. Seat¬ 
tle, Washington, all of the voting sham of 
Seaftrst Life Insurance Company. Seattle, 
Washington. 

Wells Pargo A Company. San Francisco, Cali¬ 
fornia. for approval to acquire all of the 
voting shares of Ben G. McGuire A Com¬ 
pany. Houston. Texas. 


To Expand a Bank Holding Company 
Pursuant to Section 4(c) (12) of Uie 
Bank Holding Company Act of 1956. 

rshMimcD 

Arizona-Colorado Land A Cattle Company. 
Phoenix. Arizona, notification of intent to 
acquire 49 per cent of Rcchem Corp. 
Phoenix. Arizona. (6/6/77) * 

Arkansas Best Corporation. Fort Smith, 
Arkansas, notification of Intent to acquire, 
through IU wholly-owned subsidiary. 
Arkansas Bandog Corporation, alt of the 
capital stock of Southwest-Band** Inc. 
Houston. Texas (6/2/77) * 

Certifications Issued Pursuant to the 
Bank Holding Company Tax Act of 1976. 

Republic of Texas Corporation. Dalian, 
Texas (•‘Republic 0 ), prior certification 
pursuant to Section 6168(a) of the In¬ 
ternal Revenue Code, that the proposed 
sale by The Howard Corporation, a tub- 
aldUry of Republic, of the Uptown Shop¬ 
ping Center, Shreveport, Louisiana u 
necessary or appropriate to efiertuate 
Section 4 of the Bank Holding Company 
Act, t Legal Division Docket No TCR 
76-107(b)).• 

The Wachovia Corporation, Winston-Salem 
North Carolina, prior certification pur¬ 
suant to Section 6168(a) of the Internal 
Revenue Code, that its proposed sale of 
ail of the 20.000 Issued and outstanding 
shares of Financial Courier Corporation 
(formerly Wachovia Courier Corporation), 
is necessary or appropriate to effectuate 
Section 4 of the Bank Holding Company 
Act. (Legal Division Docket No. TCR 76- 
132) * 


Applications Received 

To Establish a Domestic Branch Pur¬ 
suant to Section 9 of the Federal Re¬ 
serve Act. 

Fidelity Union Trust Company. Newark. Ne* 
Jersey. Branch to be established inalde the 
Pathmark Supermarket located in the 
Ricker's Pathmark Shopping Center a*, the 
Intersection of Route 22 and Sprlngflekl 
Road. Union Township. 

The Toledo Trust Company. Toledo, Ohio. 
Branch to be established at the Southeast 
Comer of Wales Rond and Oregon Road. 
Village of North wood. Wood County 
The Farmer* Savings A Trust Company. 
Mansfield. Ohio. Branch to be established 
at 800 Ashland Road. Mansfield. Richland 
County. 

Pee Dee Stale Bank. Tlmmonaville. south 
Carolina. Branch to be established at the 
Intersection of Railroad Avenue and Main 
Street. Lamar. 

Old Kent Bank A Trust Company Orand 
Rapids. Michigan. Branch to be established 
in the vicinity of 0-300 Chicago Drive. 
Georgetown Township. Ottawa County. 
The Bank or Neoeho, Neosho. Missouri 
Branch to be established at a separate 
facility to be located adjacent to the Cor¬ 
ner of Hill Street and Neosho Boulevard. 
Neosho. 

Fort Worth Bank A Trust. Fort Worth. Texas. 
Branch to be established as a Drive-m and 
Mini-Bank Branch to be located immedi¬ 
ately across Beach Street from Main Bans 
Building. Sullivan. 

Valley Bank of Nevada, Las Vega*. Nevada 
Branch to be established at the intersec¬ 
tion of Troplcana Avenue and Jone* Boule¬ 
vard. Las Vegas. 


4(c)(8) and 4(0(12) notifications prob¬ 
'd by Reserve an behalf of the Board 
reraors under delegated authority 
Issued by the General Counsel of tn* 
ird pursuant to delegated authority. 
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To Form u Bank Holding Company 
pursuant to Section 3<a> <1) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act of 1956. 

PEOTOSTF. BANCORP, INC., Peotone. Illinois, 
for approval to acquire 00 percent or more 
of the voting shares of Pro tone Bank and 
Trust Company. Pcotone, III 1 not* 

Winner Bans hares. Inc., Winner, South Da¬ 
kota. for approval to acquire 94.4 percent 
of the voting shares of Farmers State Bank, 
Winner. South Dakota. 

first or Orandfleld Corporation. Orandfleld. 
Oklahoma, for approval to acquire 100 per- 
etui (lent director#* qualifying shares) of 
ihr voting shares of First State Bank. 
Grandticld. Oklahoma. 

To Expand a Bank Holding Company 
Pursuant to Section 3<a> <3) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act of 1956. 

Southeast Banking Corporation. Miami. 
Florida, for approval to acquire 100 percent 
of the voting shares of Southeast Acquisi¬ 
tion company, Miami; Southeast Bank of 
port Myera, NA„ Fort Myem; Southeast 
Bank of 8t. Armands. Sara*ota; Southeast 
Bank of Siesta Key. 8arasoU; and South- 
tost Bank of Village Ploxa, N A. Sarasota, 
all located in Florida. 

DETBOITBANK Corporation. Detroit. Michi¬ 
gan. for approval to acquire 100 percent 
of the voting nhares (leas directors’ quali¬ 
fying shares) of Kentwood Bank. N.A.. 
Kentwood. Michigan, the successor by ab- 
icrptlon to Kentwood National Bank. 
Kentwood. Michigan. 

First Midwest Bancorp.. Inc.. 8t. Joseph, Mis¬ 
souri, for approval to acquire BO percent 
or more of the voting shares of L W JS 
Corporation, Gower, Missouri and Indi¬ 
rectly acquire The Farmers Bank of Oower, 
Oosrrr. Missouri 

To Retain Bank Shares Acquired In 
* Fiduciary Capacity Pursuant to Sec¬ 
tion 3 of the Bank Holding Company 

Act of 1956. 

Pint United Buneorporation. Inc. and First 
National Bonk of Fort Worth, both in Fort 
Worth. Texas, for approval to retain 9.960 
ihsres of Kverman National Bank of Port 
Worth. Fort Worth, Texas. 

To Expand a Bank Holding Company 
FurMiant to Section 4(c) (8) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act of 1956. 

NortlicMt Bankshore Association. Lewiston, 
Maine, notification of intent to engage In 
dr novo activities (servicing loans and 
other extensions of credit related to credit 
corn issuance by banks and merchants par¬ 
ticularly providing credit card administra¬ 
tion, processing and customer servicing ta- 
rludlag distribution of newly approved and 
renewed credit cards, the calculation and 
dbiirlbuUon of monthly customer billing, 
the resolution of customer complaint* and 
wiling errors, the receipt of customer pay- 
u*ras and the disbursement of funds to the 
credit granting bank or merchant) at 178 
Court street. Auburn. Maine, thurugh Its 
•obskiiary, Northeast Consumer Services 
Corp (6/6/77) • 

Chemical New York CorporaUon. New York, 
New York, notification of Intent to engage 
in d< novo activities (the origination and 
*sie of mortgage loons on residential, com¬ 
mercial and Industrial real estate: the serv- 
jcihg of mortgage loons owned by The Gal- 
breath Mortgage Company and owned by 
others) in the vlcinltv of Briley Park wav 
*»d Murfreesboro Pike. Nashville. Tennes- 
** a, *d In the vicinity of the Galleria area 
J® Westhelmer Road. Houston. Texas, 
through its subsidiary, The On) breath 
M< 'rtg»ge Company <6/3 T7) 1 


Citicorp, New York, New York, notification of 
intent to relocate de novo activate* (mak¬ 
ing of consumer Installment personal 
loams; purchasing consumer installment 
sales finance contracts; the sale of credit 
related Ufe/oecldcut and health Insurance; 
sale by a licensed agent of insurance which 
protects personal property subject to a se¬ 
curity agreement with Citicorp Person-U>- 
Peraon Financial Center) and to engage de 
novo In the following additional activity 
(making loans for the account of others 
such as one-to-four family unit mortgage 
loans) from 3846 Florida Street. Baton 
Rouge. Louisiana to CortanA Mall. Space 
D-7. Florida Boulevard at Airline Uigbway, 
Baton Rouge. Louisiana (6/3/77) • 

Citicorp, New York. New York, notification of 
intent to relocate de novo activities (mak¬ 
ing of consumer Installment personal loans 
and purchasing consumer installment sales 
finance contracts; credit related Insurance 
coverages are sold) from 3416 Central Ave¬ 
nue. S.E.. Albuquerque. New Mexico to 
Coronado Shopping Center. Corner of 
Menaul At Louisiana. NF. Albuquerque. 
New Mexico <5/3/77)* 

Citicorp, New York, notification of tment to 
relocate de novo activities (making of con¬ 
sumer Installment persona! loans, pur¬ 
chasing consumer Installment sales finance 
contracts: sale of credit related llfe/accl- 
dent and health insurance; sales by a 
licensed agent of Insurance which protects 
property subject to a security agreement 
with Nationwide Financial Corporation of 
Oklahoma) and to engage de nor© In the 
following additional activity (making 
loans for the account of others such as 
one-to-four family unit mortgage loans) 
from 1631 Gore Boulevard. Lawton. Okla¬ 
homa to 3130 Cache Road. Suite 3, Law- 
ton. Oklahoma, through Its subsidiary. 
Nationwide Financial Services Corporation 
(5/6/77)* 

Citicorp. New York, New York notification 
or intent to engage in de novo activities 
(making loans for the account of others 
such as one-to-four family unit mortgaga 
loons) at 117 8. Air Depot Boulevard. Mid¬ 
west City. Oklahoma. 3507 r.W. 33rd 
Street, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, the 
Crossroads, 7000 Crossroads Boulevard. 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma and North Penn 
Plaxa, 5641 N. Pennsylvania Avenue, Okla¬ 
homa City. Oklahoma, through it* sub¬ 
sidiary, Nationwide Financial Services 
Corporation (6/4/77)* 

Citicorp, New York. New York, notification 
of Intent to relocate de novo activities 
(making of consumer Installment personal 
loons, purchasing consumer installment 
sales finance contracts; sale of credit re¬ 
lated life accident and health insurance: 
sale by a licensed agent of Insurance which 
protects personal property subject to a 
security agreement with Nationwide Fi¬ 
nancial Corporation of Oklahoma. Inc.) 
from 2808 N. Pennsylvania Ave.. Oklahoma 
City. Oklahoma. 4800 8. Western Avenue. 
Oklahoma City. Oklahoma and 4620 N.W. 
60th. Oklahoma Ctty. Oklahoma to 3607 
N.W. 23rd Street. Oklahoma City, Okla¬ 
homa. the Crossroads, 7000 Crossroads 
Boulevard, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma and 
North Penn Ptoza. 5641 N. Pennsylvania 
Avenue. Oklahoma City. Oklahoma, re¬ 
spectively, through Its subsidiary. Nation¬ 
wide Financial Services Corporation 
(5/4/77)* 


• 4(c) (8) ad 4(c) (12) notification* proc¬ 
essed by Reserve Bank on behalf of the 

Board of Oovemors under delegated au¬ 
thority. 


Midiantic Banks Inc . West Orange. New 
Jersey, notification of intent to engage in 
de nor© activities (ieaaing and financing 
personal property and equipment, all such 
leases to be on a full pay-out basis) at 95 
Old Short Hills Road. West Orange. New 
Jersey and 9 South Centre 8Meet. Mer¬ 
chant vilie, Now Jersey, through It* subsid¬ 
iary. Midiantic Commercial Leasing Corp 
(5/6/771 • 

Philadelphia National Corporation. Philadel¬ 
phia. Pennsylvania, notification of Intent 
to engage in de novo activities (leasing of 
real and personal property provided that at 
the inception of the Initio! lease the effect 
of the transaction will be to yield a return 
that will compensate the lessor for not 
less than Its full Investment in the prop¬ 
erty over the term of the lease ) at Broad 
and Chestnut Street*. Philadelphia. Penn¬ 
sylvania and 1133 Avenue of the America/. 
New York, New York, through it* direct 
and Indirect subsidiary. Congress Factors 
Corporation, st 1133 Avenue of the Ameri¬ 
cas. New York. New York, through Its direct 
and indirect subsidiary. Congress Financial 
Corporation and at 140) Bricknell Avenue. 
Miami, Florida, through 1U direct and In¬ 
direct subsidiary. Congress Financial Cor¬ 
poration. Florida (4/39/77)* 

Central National Ban cohort**. Inc.. De* 
Moines. Iowa, for approval to acquire 100 
percent of the voting shares of First Kansas 
Financial, Inc.. Wichita. Kansas (to engage 
in the origination, selling and servicing of 
mortgage loans and acting as Insurance 
agent for the sale of credit related insur¬ 
ance) 

Bunk America Corporation. Son Francisco, 
California, notification of intent to engage 
In de novo activities (making or acquiring, 
for its own account loans and other exten¬ 
sions of credit such as would be made or 
acquired by a finance company and serv¬ 
icing loans and other extensions of credit, 
such activities will include, but not be 
limited to, making consumer Installment 
loans, purchasing Installment soles fi¬ 
nance contract*, making loans and other 
extensions of credit to small business**. 
And making loans secured by real and per¬ 
sonal property; acting os agent or broker 
for the OAle of credit related life and credit 
related accident and disability insurance in 
connection with extensions of credit made 
or acquired by FI nance America Corpora¬ 
tion) at 306E South Iron ton Street. Aurora, 
Colorado, through its subsidiary. Plnance- 
Amertca Corporation (a Colorado Corpora¬ 
tion) (4/37/77) • 

Fremont Bancorporatlon. Fremont. Cali¬ 
fornia. notification of Intent to engage In 
de no to activities (acting as an insurance 
agent or broker for the purpose of provid¬ 
ing Insurance to Premont Bank, providing 
insurance that Is directly related to ex¬ 
tensions of credit by a bank or bank-re¬ 
lated firm or is directly related to the pro¬ 
vision of other financial services by s 
bank) at 39160 Fremont Boulevard. Fre¬ 
mont. Californio. 35880 Freemant Boule¬ 
vard. Fremont, California and 4948 
Stevenson Boulevard. Fremont. California 
through Its subsidiary. Appraisal Associ¬ 
ate* (4/8/77)* 

Security Pacific Corporation. Loa Angeles 
California, notification of intent to engage 
in de novo activities (making or acquiring 
for It* own account or for the account of 
others, loans and extensions of credit In¬ 
cluding making consumer installment per¬ 
sonal loans, purchasing consumer sale* 
finance contract*, making loans to small 
businesses and other extensions of credit 
such as would be made by a factoring com¬ 
pany or a commercial finance company, 
and acting as broker or agent for the sale 
of credit-related life/accident and health 
insurance and credit-related property and 
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cnauaKy Insurance) at 80 South Lake A?* 
enw, Pauutena, California, through tu 
•ubitdlary, Security Pacific PI nance Corp. 

(4/37/77)* 

Security Pacific Corporation, Lob Angeles. 
California, notification of Intent to engage 
In (fe novo activities (the origination and 
acquisition of mortgage loans Including de¬ 
velopment and construction loans on 
multi-family and commercial properties. 
Tor its own account or for the sale to 
others and the servicing of such loans for 
others) at 1700 West Loop South. Houston. 
Texas, through ita subsidiary. Security Pa¬ 
cific Mortgage Corporation (4/2®/77)* 

For Certification Pursuant to the Bank 
Holding Company Tax Act of 1976. 

304 Corporation, Omaha. Nebraska, to divest 
shares of Industrial loan and Investment 
Company. Omaha. Nebraska. (Legal Divi¬ 
sion Docket No. TCR 76-140) 

American General Insurance Company. Hou¬ 
ston. Texas, to divest shares of Texas Com¬ 
merce Bancshares. Inc.. Houston. Texas. 
(Legal Division Docket No. TCR 70-141) 

Reports Receives 

Registration Statement Fled Pursuant 
to Section 12(g) of the Securities Ex¬ 
change Act. 

Bank or Virginia Beach. Virginia Beach. 
Virginia. 

Cape Cod Bank it Trust Company. Hyannu 
Massachusetts (Amendment rl). 
Metropolitan Bank of Central Vtrgtnla. 
Lynchburg. Virginia. 

Current Report Filed Pursuant to Sec¬ 
tion 13 of the Securities Exchange Act. 

Cl tire ns Commercial it Savings A Trust Co., 
Wheeling. West Virginia. 

Ownership Statement Filed Pursuant 
to Section 13(d) of the Securities Ex¬ 
change Act. 

Bank of tha Commonwealth. Detroit, Michi¬ 
gan (Plied by the First Arabian Corpora¬ 
tion—Amendment $1 ). 

Petitions for Rulemaking 

None 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, May 20.1977. 

Griffith L. Garwood. 
Deputy Secretary o/ the Board. 
(FR Doc. 77-15046 Filed 5 25-77: 8:45 am) 


GEMA FINANCIAL CORP. 

Formation of Bank Holding Company 

GEMA Financial Corporation. Chicago, 
Illinois, haa applied for the Board's 
approval under section 3(a)(1) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 UB.C. 
1842(a)(1)) to become a bonk holding 
company through acquisition of 80 per 
cent or more of the voting shares of The 
Lawndale Trust and Savings Bank. 
Chicago. Illinois. Th* factors that are 
considered In acting on the application 
are set forth In section 3(c) of the Act 
< 12 UJS.C. 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 


• 4(e)(8) and 4(o)(12) noUAoaUons pnoc- 
•UBd by Reserve Bank oc behalf of the Board 
oi Governors under delegated authority. 


at the Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in writ¬ 
ing to the Reserve Bank, to be received 
not later than June 17,1977. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, May 20.1977. 

Griffith L. Garwood, 
Deputy Secretary of the Board. 

(FR Doc.77-15039 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 am) 

GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE 
REGULATORY REPORTS REVIEW 
Receipt of Revised Report Proposal 

On November 11. 1976, the Regulatory 
Reports Fteview Staff, GAO. received and 
accepted a request for clearance of a 
proposed report intended for use in col¬ 
lecting information from the public. (Sec 
44 U.SC. 3512 (c) and <d).) GAO pub¬ 
lished a notice in the Federal Register 
on November 18, 1976. at 41 FR 50869. 
announcing that FEA form P124-M-1. 
entitled Domestic Crude Oil Purchasers 
Report, had been received and accepted. 

On December 21. 1976, we suspended 
clearance of the proposed FEA form so 
that FEA would have sufficient time to 
respond to comments received on this 
form and GAO could review FEA's re¬ 
sponse. On December 29, 1976, GAO re¬ 
ceived an expanded supporting state¬ 
ment which was published In the Fed¬ 
eral Register on January 5. 1977, at 42 
FR 1072. GAO published till* expanded 
supporting statement In the Federal 
Register In order to solicit further com¬ 
ments on the form. On the basis of com¬ 
ments received pursuant to the first and 
second Federal Register notices. FEA 
has substantially revised the form. 

OAO Is now requesting written com¬ 
ments from all Interested persons, orga¬ 
nizations, public interest groups, and 
affected businesses on the changes to 
the FEA P124-M-1 which are discussed 
below. For comments to be considered 
they must be received on or before 
June 13. 1977. Comments (in triplicate) 
must be addressed to Mr. John M. Love- 
lady. Acting Assistant Director, Regula¬ 
tory Reports Review. United States Gen¬ 
eral Accounting Office. Room 5033, 441 G 
Street NW., Washington. D.C. 20548. 

Further information and copies of the 
revised form and instructions may bo 
obtained from Patsy J. Stuart of the 
Regulatory Reports Review Staff 202- 
275-3532. 

Federal Energy Administration 

In response to a summary of com¬ 
ments received by GAO the FEA has pre¬ 
pared the following written response. 

1. Financial information. The Issue of 
burden has been of concern to FEA; thus. 
2 schedules have been made annual sub¬ 
missions and one schedule hits been 
eliminated. As to the “why the Informa¬ 
tion Is needed" FEA refers to Justifica¬ 
tion statement published In the Federal 
Register. January 5. 1977. by the GAO. 


2. Changes to accounting systems. The 
instructions for filing the domestic crude 
oil purchasers reporting period state very 
plainly that each firm must use its his¬ 
torical method of accounting consistently 
applied. In addition, the requirement* for 
inventory valuation, runs to stills valua¬ 
tion, and refinery runs has been 
eliminated. 

3. Need for a correction period . The 
normal accounting practice is to esti¬ 
mate volumes each month and to pay 
producers and bill purchasers based on 
those estimates; then, in the future when 
the run tickets or other documents are 
available, the price is adjusted in that 
tieriod (not previous periods nor are 
previous period accounting records 
changed). Thus, a need for a correction 
period is not necessary as FEA is track¬ 
ing financial transactions, not the phyi- 
cal movement of crude oil. 

4. Relationship of Schedules C and E 
Schedule C has been eliminated 

5. Computer tapes. The submission of 
computer tapes Is merely an option 
available to the reporting firms if they 
wish, and not a requirement 

6. Longer lead time. The FEA has had 
Uie policy of allowing on a case by case 
basis additional Ume for respondent* to 
file initial reports. This policy will be in 
effect for the domestic crude oil pur¬ 
chaser's reporting system. 

7. Stripper weU information. A target¬ 
ing system would not be effective with 
% of the potential target firms deleted 
from the name and address systems 

8. Period of time during which in- 
formation can be used. The compliance 
effort for crude oil has up to 7 years U) 
audit a firm, so the requested informa¬ 
tion has a long potential use time. 

9. Information gathered by State rrpa- 
lafory agencies. There are vast and radi¬ 
cal differences among what various state 
regulatory agencies require from firms 
doing business within the state. No state 
that FEA knows of collects information 
compatible with that required for na¬ 
tional price controls. 

In addition. FEA provided the follow¬ 
ing list of changes which were made to 
the FEA-P124-M-1 In order to address 
Issues raised during the OAO clearance 
review process and to reduce compliance 
burden: 

Items eliminated: 1. Inventory valua¬ 
tion; 2. inventory volume reports; 3. 
runs to still information; 4. any require¬ 
ment to use other than historical ac¬ 
counting practices; 5. schedule C. sum¬ 
mary of state purchases; 6. monthly up¬ 
dates to the name and address file; 7. 
monthly submissions of other than first 
purchases. 

Modifications; 1. Schedule D made an 
annual submission based upon a firm's 
accounting records; 2. schedule F made 
an annual submission and updated on* 
nually. 

Norman F. HrYL, 
Regulatory Reports 
Review Offlcer. 

| FR Doc.77-15032 Filed 5-25-77:8:46 am I 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH. 
EDUCATION. AND WELFARE 
Office of the Secretory 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL ON SERV¬ 
ICES AND FACILITIES FOR THE DE 

VELOPMENTALLY DISABLED 

Notice of Meeting 

Tlie National Advisory Council on 
Service* and Facilities for the Develop- 
mentally Disabled was established by 
Section 133(a)(1) of Public Law 91-517, 
which was signed October 30. 1970. to 
advise the Secretary with respect to any 
regulations promulgated or proposed to 
be promulgated by him In the implemen¬ 
tation of the Act and study and evaluate 
programs authorized by the Act with a 
riew to determining their effectiveness in 
carrying out the purposes for which they 
were established. 

Notice Is hereby given, pursuant to 
Pub L. 92-463. that the National Advis¬ 
ory Council on Services and Facilities for 
the Developmental^ Disabled will hold a 
meeting on June 13, 14, and 15. 1977. The 
meeting will be held In Room 425-A. 
South Portal Building. Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, 200 
Independence Avenue 8W . Washington. 
DC , from 9 am. to 5 pm. 

Agenda: Consideration and Adoption 
of Revised Work Plan; Developmental 
Disabilities Definition Study: Discussion 
of Guidelines for Developmental Disabil¬ 
ities State Plans; Consultation on Na¬ 
tional Significance Grants. Special 
Studies, and Advocacy; and Discussion 
on the Annual Report to Congress. 

This meeting is open for public obser¬ 
vation. 

Further information on the Council 
may be obtained from Mr. Francis X. 
Lynch, Executive Secretary, National 
Advisory Council on Services and Facil¬ 
ities for the Developmental^ Disabled, 
Room 3070. Mary 8witzer Building, 330 
C 8treet 8W., Washington. DC. 20201. 
telephone 202-245-0335. 


2. The subject lands consist of two 40- 
acre parcels, one located approximately 
five miles southeast of the City of-Bend, 
and the other approximately six miles 
west of the City of Redmond. Elevation 
averages 3,500 feet above sen level, and 
the topography varies from generally flat 
to moderately sloping. Vegetation con¬ 
sists primarily of sagebrush and native 
grasses. In the past, the lands have been 
used for solid waste disposal purposes, 
and they will be managed, together with 
adjoining national resource lands, for 
multiple use management. 

3. Subject to valid existing righto, the 
provisions of existing withdrawals, and 
the requirements of applicable law. the 
lands described in paragraph 1 hereof 
are hereby open to operation of the pub¬ 
lic land laws, including the mining laws 
<Ch. 2, Title 30 U.8.C.) and the mineral 
leasing laws. All valid applications re¬ 
ceived at or prior to 10:00 a.m. June 27, 
1977. shall be considered as simultane¬ 
ously filed at that time. Those received 
thereafter shall be considered in the 
order of filing. 

4. Inquiries concerning the lands 
should be addressed to the Chief, Branch 
of Lands and Minerals Operations. 
Bureau of Land Management, P.O. Box 
2965. Portland, Oregon 97208. 

Lkland D. Morrison. 

Acting Chief, Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations. 

|FR Doc.77-14084 Fled 5-25-77,8 45 nm| 

ion 7311 ) 

OREGON 

Order Providing for Opening of Public 
Lands 

May 20. 1977. 

1. In an exchange of lands made under 
the provisions of the Act of July 31, 1939. 
53 Stat. 1144. the following lands have 
been reconvcyed to the United States: 

WiLUMrni Meridian 


Francis X. Lynch. 
Executive Director. 

May 19, 1977. 


|PR Doc.77-15038 Piled 5-25-77:8:45 am] 


T. 14 8 ., R C W 
Sec. 31, lot 4. 

T. 14 8„ R. 7 W., 

Sec. 36. N^NEU, SW‘ 4 NE< 4 . 
and NWttSEVL 


department of the interior 

Bureau of Land Management 
{Oregon 047591 
OREGON 

Order Providing for Opening of Public 
Lands 


May 20. 1977. 

1. Pursuant to the Act of June 14. 1926 
Stat. 741), as amended and supple¬ 
mented <43 U-8.C. 869 et seq.). the follow¬ 
ing lands have been voluntarily recon- 
to the United States: 


wiLuwmr 


T 16» , R. 12 8*. 

SBttNE*. 
T l*8 n R 12 E.. 

U,8W>48Wfc, 




The areas described aggregate 80 acre# 
m DpRchutee County. 


The areas described aggregate 280.11 
acres In Benton County and are admin¬ 
istered under the policy of sustained- 
yield forest management which governs 
the administration of the revested Ore¬ 
gon and California Railroad lands. 

2. Subject to valid existing righto, the 
provisions of existing withdrawals, and 
the requirements of law applicable to 
revested Oregon and California Railroad 
lands, the lands described in paragraph 
1 hereof are hereby open to operation of 
the public land laws. Including the min¬ 
ing law <Ch. 2. Title 30 UB.C ). and the 
mineral leasing laws. All valid applica¬ 
tions received at or prior to 10:00 a.m. 
June 27. 1977, shall be considered as 
simultaneously filed at that time. Those 
received thereafter shall be considered 
in the order of filing. 

3. Inquiries concerning the lands 
should be addressed to the Chief. Branch 


of Lands and Minerals Operations. Bu¬ 
reau of land Management. P.O. Box 
2965. Portland. Oregon 97208. 

1 .eland D. Morrison, 

Acting Chief, Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations 

|FR Doc.77-14985 Filed 5-25-77:8:46 am) 


(OR 9648 (Wash ) ) 

WASHINGTON 

Order Providing for Opening of Public 
Land 

May 20, 1977. 

1. In an exchange of lands made under 
the provisions of section 8 of the Act of 
June 28. 1934. .48 Stat. 1269. 1272. as 
amended and supplemented, 43 U.S.C. 
315g (1964), the following land has been 
reconveyed to the United States: 

Willamette Mourn an 


T 11N.. R 32 E . 

8ec. 31. lots 3 and 4 and E^SW 1 * 

The area described contains 153.34 
acres in Franklin County. 

2. The subject land is located in the 
area known as the Juniper Forest ap¬ 
proximately 13 miles northeast of the 
city of Pasco. Elevation ranges from 800 
to 850 feet above sea level, and the topog¬ 
raphy is generally rolling and undulat¬ 
ing. Vegetation consists primarily of 
native grasses and some western juniper. 
In the past, the land has been used for 
livestock grazing purposes. The land also 
has outdoor recreational values, and it 
will be managed, together with adjoining 
national resource lands, for multiple 
use. 

3. Subject to valid existing righto, the 
provisions of existing withdrawals, and 
the requirements of applicable law, the 
land described in paragraph 1 hereof is 
hereby open to operation or the public 
land laws, including the mining laws (Ch. 
2, Title 30 UB.C.) and the mineral leas¬ 
ing laws. All valid applications received 
at or prior to 10:00 am. June 27. 1977, 
shall be considered as simultaneously 
filed at that time. Those received there¬ 
after shall be considered in the order of 
filing. 

4. Inquiries concerning the land should 
be addressed to the Chief. Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations, Bureau 
of Land Management. P.O. Box 2965, 
Portland. Oregon 97208. 

Lcland D. Mokrison, 

Acting Chief, Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations 

|FR Doc 14966 Piled 5-26-77:8:45 nm| 


| NM 30554. 30556. and 305591 

* NEW MEXICO 
Applications 

May 18,1977 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant to 
section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act of 
1920 <30 UJB.C. 185), as amended by the 
Act of November 16, 1973 <87 Stat. 576>, 
El Paso Natural Gas Company has ap¬ 
plied for four 4 Mi-Inch natural gas pipe- 


FIDEIAl IfGlSTM VOL 47. NO. 107— THURSDAY, MAY 76. 1977 









27068 


NOTICES 


line rights-of-way across the following 
lands: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, New Mexico 

T. 18 8.. ft. 51 E„ 

3ec.20,NViS*tt: 

S©c 21.N*SH: 

Sec. 22. NttSft; 

Sec. 23. N^Stt; 

Sec. 24,NVi8ft. 

T. 17 8.. R. 32 K., 

Sec. l*,SKaSK; 

Sec. 27. SV^SW^ and SWISS';; 

Sec. 28. SVj8V4; 

Sec. 20 .8)48%; 

Sec. 30. SE14SW1.; and 8£8E<4. 

T. 18 8.. R 32 E^ 

Sec. 10. lot 8. NE%SWV; and 8SSEV4. 

Sec 20. n%3%: 

8ec 21. NW%3W%. 

These pipelines will convey natural gas 
across 10.258 miles of national resource 
lands in Eddy and Lem Counties, New 
Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with consideration of whether 
the applications should be approved, and 
if so. under what terms and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District Man¬ 
ager. Bureau of Land Management. P.O. 
Box 1397. Roswell, New Mexico 88201. 

Fred E. Padilla, 

Chief. Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations . 

(PR Doc.77-15021 Filed 5 25 77;8-45 am I 


(KM 30665) 

NEW MEXICO 
Application 

Mat. 19.1977. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 UI3.C. IBS), as amended by 
the Act of November 16. 1973 (87 8tat. 
576). El Paso Natural Oas Company has 
applied for two 4%-inch natural gas 
pipeline rights-of-way across the follow¬ 
ing land: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, New Mexico 
T. 21 S .. R. 22 g. 

sec. 12 . NViSWfci. S**4SWW. sod SV*SE^; 

Sec. 13.EV4B*; 

Sec. 24. E%EyfcE14; 

Sec 25.E»*EHKtt; 

Sec. 30. EVjNK^ and EV,NE» 4 SEV 

These pipelines will convey natural gas 
across 4.508 miles of national resource 
land in Lea County. New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with consideration of whether 
the application should be approved, and 
if so, under what terms and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District Man¬ 
ager. Bureau of Land Management. P Q. 
Box 1397, Roswell. New Mexico 88201. 

Feed E. Padilla, 

Chief . Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations. 

)FR Doc.77-15023 Filed 3-25-77;8:45 am) 


)OR 10970) 

OREGON 

Opportunity for Public Hearing and Repub* 

lication of Notice of Proposed Withdraws) 

Mat 17.1977. 

The Department ol Agriculture on be¬ 
half of Die Forest Service, on June 7 
1973. filed application. Serial No. OR 
10970. for the withdrawal of the follow¬ 
ing described lands from location and 
entry under the mining lavrs (30 UB.C., 
Ch. 2). but not from leasing under the 
mineral leasing laws, subject to valid 
existing rights: 

WnjLiAMCTTx Meridian 
mcacHirru national forest 
Sparks-DctuU Lake* Re<-rca!ton Area 
T. 18 3 . R 8E. 

A tract of land In the following aubdirl- 
Blonft exoeptlng a strip previously withdrawn 
for the Cascade Lake* Road Zone by FLO 
2751 of August 13. 1962 <27 FR 8277) 

Sec. 4.3HSE*4; 

Sec. 9. NE*4; 

Sec. 10, NW% and SE»i; 

Sec. ll.NE*.NHhrw^.SWV*NWV NW' t 
8^8*4. and NE*48E?4: 

Sec. 12. sw^swv*: 

Sec. 14; 

Sec. 15. EV&; 

Sec.22.NEUNE%; 

Sec 23. WH. 

The area described contains approximately 
2.330 acre* in DcschuU* County. 

The applicant desires that the lands 
be reserved for the Sparks-Devils Lakes 
Recreation Area. 

A notice of the proposed withdrawal 
was published as FR Doc. 74-11064 which 
appeared in the May 14, 1974 issue of 
the Federal Register (VoL 39. No 94 > 
at page 17241. 

Pursuant to section 204(h) of Die Fed¬ 
eral Land Policy and Management Act 
of 1976. 90 Stat 2754, notice is hereby 
given that an opportunity for a public 
hearing is afforded in connection with 
the pending withdrawal application. All 
Interested persons who desire to be heard 
on the proposed withdrawal must file a 
written request for a hearing with the 
State Director, Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment. at the address shown below, on or 
before June 27. 1977. Upon determina¬ 
tion by the State Director that a public 
hearing will be held, a notice of the 
public hearing will be published in the 
Federal Register, giving Die time and 
Place of such hearing. The hearing will 
be scheduled and conducted in accord¬ 
ance with BLM Manual Sec. 2351.16 B. 

All previous comments submitted in 
connection with the withdrawal appli¬ 
cation have been included in the record 
and will be considered in making a final 
determination on the application. 

In lieu of or in addition to attend¬ 
ance at a scheduled public hearing, writ ¬ 
ten comments or objections to the pend¬ 
ing withdrawal application may be filed 
with the undersigned authorized offleer 
of the Bureau of Land Management on 
or before June 27. 1977. 

The above described lands are tem¬ 
porarily segregated from location and 
entry under the mining laws only, to the 


extent that the withdrawal applied for 
if and when effected, would prevent any 
form of disposal or appropriation under 
such laww. Current administrative juris¬ 
diction over the segregated lands will 
not be affected by the temporary segre. 
gatlon. In accordance wiUi section 204 
(g) of the Federal Land Policy and Man¬ 
agement Act of 1976 the segregative 
effect of the pending withdrawal appli¬ 
cation will terminate on October 20,1991, 
unless sooner terminated by action of 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

All communications (except for public 
hearing requests) in connection with 
the pending withdrawal application 
should be addressed to the undersigned 
offleer. Bureau of Land Management. 
Department of the Interior. PO. Bo* 
2965, Portland, Oregon 97208. 

Leland D. Morrison. 

Acting Chief. Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations 
|FR Doc.77 15024 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 am) 


(KM 30657 And 30658) 

NEW MEXICO 
Applications 

Mat 18. 1977. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
ot 1920 <30 Ufl.C. 185), as amended by 
the Act of November 16. 1973 (87 SUt 
576). Trans western Pipeline Company 
has applied for one 4-inch and one 6- 
inch natural gas pipeline rights-of-way 
across the following lands: 

NEW MWXtCO PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN. NEW MEXICO 

T. 16 8 . R. 25 E.. 

S*c.22.8WViSWli and WlfcSE^; 

Sec. 27 NW*4NW%. 

T 24 8.. R 26 E.. 

Sec. 9. kev 4 sw»; 

These pipelines will convey natural gw 
across 0.747 of a mile of national resource 
lands in Eddy County. New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice Is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with consideration of whether 
the applications should be approved, and 
if so. under what terms and conditions 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District Man¬ 
ager. Bureau of Land Management. P.O. 
Box 1397. Roswell. New Mexico 88201. 

Fred E. Padilla. 

Chief, Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations. 

|FR Doc.77-15021 Filed 5-23-77.8:45 am) 


MARINE MAMMAL COMMISSION 

MARINE MAMMAL COMMISSION AND 
COMMITTEE OF SCIENTIFIC ADVISORS 
ON MARINE MAMMALS 

Notice of Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that Die Marine 
Mammal Commission and the Commit¬ 
tee of Scientific Advisors on Marine 
Mammals will meet on July 28-30. 19 . * 
In Seattle, Washington. Notice of the spe- 
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rtfic location, time, and agenda items of 
the meeting will be published in the near 
future. 

The purpose of this notice la to invite 
the suggestions of interested persons con¬ 
cerning issues and sub Joe U to be con¬ 
sidered at the meeting. Suggestions 
should be submitted, in writing, to the 
Marine Mammal Commission. 1625 Eye 
Street NW.. Washington. D.C. 20006. by 
June 27. 1977. 

Joint R. Twiss. Jr„ 
Executive Director. 

Marine Mammal Commission 

May 19. 1977. 

IfRDoc 77 15026 Filed a 2S-T7;6:45 ami 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
ON OCEANS AND ATMOSPHERE 
MEETING 

Mat 24. 1577. 

Pursuant to Sec. 10(a) (2) of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act. 5. U.S.C. 
App I (Supp V. 1975). notice is hereby 
liven that the National Advisory Com¬ 
mittee on Oceans and Atmosphere 
• NACOA) will hold a meeting Monday 
ind Tuesday. June 19-14. 1977. These 
sessions will be open to the public and 
wfll be held In Room 6802 of the TJA. De¬ 
partment of Commerce Building. 14th 
Street between Constitution Avenue and 
E Street, N.W.. Washington. D.C.. begin¬ 
ning at 9:00 a m. on both days. 

The Committee, consisting of 25 non- 
Pederal members appointed by the Presi¬ 
dent from State and local governments, 
industry, science and other appropriate 
areas, was established by Congress by 
Public Law 92-125. on August 16.1971. as 
amended. Its duties are to 111 undertake 
a continuing review of national ocean 
policy, coastal zone management and the 
progress of the marine and atmospheric 
science and service programs of the 
United States. (2) submit a comprehen¬ 
sive annual report to the President and 
to the Congress setting forth an overall 
assessment of the status of the Nation’s 
marine and atmospheric activities on or 
before 30 June of each year, and <3> ad¬ 
vise the Secretary of Commerce with re¬ 
spect to the carrying out of the purpose 
of the National Oceanic and Atmos¬ 
pheric Administration. 

The agenda will include the following 

Upfei 

Juki IS. 1977 

0900 -Opening remark* 

MlS— Review of material for NACOA sixth 

Annual report, 

I7oo—Adjournment. 

Jvmk 14, 1977 

o^oo-opooing remarks. 

<*15 Renew of material for NACOA sixth 
Uiaual report (continued). 

Adjournment at approximately 1330. 

The public is welcome at these sessions 
m be admitted to the extent of the 


seating available. Persons wishing to 
make formal statement* should notify 
the Chairman in advance of the meeting 
The Chairman retains the prerogative to 
place limits on the duration of oral 
statements and discussions. Written 
statements may be submitted before or 
after each session. 

Additional information concerning 
thifc meeting may be obtained through 
the Committee's Executive Director. Dr. 
Douglas L. Brooks, whose mailing ad¬ 
dress is: National Advisory Committee 
on Oceans and Atmosphere, Department 
of Commerce Building, Room 5225. 
Washington. D.C. 20230. The telephone 
number is 377-3343. 

Douclas L. Bxqoks, 
Executive Director 

| PR Doc.77-15364 Piled 5-25-77; * 45 amj 

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE ADMINISTRATION 

(Notice <77-39)| 

NASA RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY AD 

VISORY COUNCIL COMMITTEE ON 

SPACE PROPULSION & POWER 

Meeting 

The NASA Research and Technology 
Advisory Council Committee on 8pace 
Propulsion and Power will meet June 14 
and 15. 1977. at NASA Headquarters. 600 
Independence Ave, Washington. D.C. 
The meeting wfll be held In Room 625. 
The meeting is open to the public on a 
first-come, first-served basis, limited by 
the seating capacity of the meeting room 
which holds 25 persons. All visitors must 
sign in prior to attending the meeting. 

The NASA Research and Technology 
Advisory Council Committee on 8pace 
Propulsion and Power serves in an ad¬ 
visory capacity only. This Committee 
provides technical advice on program 
goals, trends, scope and technical bal¬ 
ance in relevant areas of spare propul¬ 
sion and power. It reviews, integrates, 
assesses and balances technical inputs 
in all areas of Committee interest and 
responsibility and reports its recommen¬ 
dations to the Research and Technology 
Advisory Council. There are 17 members 
on this Committee. The following list 
sets forth the approved agenda and 
schedule for the June 14 and 15. 1977. 
meeting of the Committee on Space Pro¬ 
pulsion and Power. For further informa¬ 
tion, please contact Mr. James Lazar, 
Area Code 202. 755-3280 at NASA Head¬ 
quarters, Washington. D.C. 20546. 

JuifX 14. 1977 

Tim* Topic 

8:30a~m _ Opening Remarks (Purpose: 

To welcome members, re¬ 
port status of Committee 
actions, and discuss agen¬ 
da.) 


Time Topic 

0:00 a m_ Reports on Power Processing. 


Extended Performance So¬ 
lar Electric Propulsion vs. 
Solar Sail. Research Pres¬ 
entation Proposal, and Re¬ 
search and Technology 
AaM»ament (Purpoee: To 
report to Committee mem¬ 
bers on the NASA power 
processing program, the 
status of the extended per¬ 
formance solar eleculc 
propulsion and solar sail 
technology programs, a 
proposal for a research 
presentation, and the 
NASA In-house research 
and technology as wes a- 
ment) 

10:30 a m _ NASA Thermionic Research 

and Technology Program 
Review (Purpose: TO brief 
Committee members on the 
NASA thermionic* research 
and technology program 
and to establish Commit¬ 
tee position on the future 
direction of this program ) 

2:30pm _ -Potential Fiscal Year 1979 

Propulsion and Power New 
Initiatives (Purpose: To 
brief Committee members 
on the potential fiscal year 
1979 propulsion and power 
new initiatives.) 

Jon* 15. 1977 

8:30 ajn __ Discussion or Potential Fiscal 

Year 1979 Propulsion and 
Power New Initiatives 
(Purpose: To establish 

Committee positions on the 
potential fiscal year 1979 
propulsion and power new 
Initiatives ) 

1 00 pxn. _ Committee Discussions (Pur¬ 

poee: To discuss general 
topics and open Items, to 
propose a date and place 
for the next Committee 
meeting, and to discuss 
possible agenda Items.) 
3:00pm . Adjournment. 

Kenneth R. Chapman. 

Assistant Administrator for 
DOD and Interagency Affairs . 
National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration. 

May 20. 1977. 

| PR Doe 77-14992 Filed 5 25-77;8:45 ami 

NATIONAL CREDIT UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 

PRIVACY ACT OF 1974 
Systems of Records 

AGENCY: National Credit Union Ad¬ 
ministration. 

ACTION : Adoption of systems of record* 
pursuant to the Privacy Act of 1974. 

SUMMARY: Pursuant to 5 U5.C, 552a 
(e)(4) the National Credit Union Ad¬ 
ministration (NCUA) hereby adopts 10 
systems of records. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: Effective May 26, 
1977. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON- 
TACT: 

Mr. Robert M. Fenner. Office of Gen¬ 
eral Counsel. National Credit Union 

Administration. 2025 M Street. NW. 

Washington, D.C. 20456. Telephone: 

<202) 254-9810. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
These systems of records were published 
in proposed form at pages 9731 
through 9735 of the February 17. 1977. 
edition of the Federal Register. Con¬ 
current with the publication in proposed 
form, a report on the systems was filed 
with the Director of the Office of Man¬ 
agement and Budget, the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, the President 
of the Senate and the Privacy Protection 
Study Commission. 

NCUA's previously published systems 
of records, designated as systems 
M NCUA-r through "NCUA-20", were set 
forth at pages 44982 through 44990 of the 
October 13. 1976, edition of the Federal 
Register. 

No comments having been received, the 
National Credit Union Administration 
adopts, without change and effective May 
26, 1977, the '’Notice of 8ystems of Rec¬ 
ords" as published in proposed form at 
pages 9731 Uirough 9735. Vol. 42, No. 33 
of the February 17. 1977, edition of the 
Federal Register. 

C. Austin Montgomery, 

• Administrator . 

May 18. 1977. 

|FR Doc.77-14885 Filed 6-25-77;8:45 am) 


NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE 
ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES 

National Endowment for Humanities 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE, PLANNING 
OmCE PANEL 

Meeting 

May 11, 1977. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 
92-463. as amended), notice is hereby 
given that a meeting of the Planning Of¬ 
fice Panel will be held at 806 15th 
Street. NW. Washington. D.C. 20506. In 
room 314. from 9 am. to 5:30 pm. on 
June 23. and 24. 1977. 

The purpose of the meeting is to re¬ 
view Youthgrants in the Humanities ap¬ 
plications submitted to the National En¬ 
dowment for the Humanities for projects 
beginning after October 1, 1977. 

Because the proposed meeting will 
consider financial information and dis¬ 
close information of a personal nature 
the disclosure of which would consti¬ 
tute a clearly unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy, pursuant to authority 
granted me by the Acting Chairman's 
Delegation of Authority to Close Advi¬ 
sory Committee Meetings, dated April 28. 
1977. I have determined that the meet¬ 
ing would fall within exemptions ( 4 ) and 
<6> of 5 U.8.C. 552b(c) and that It is es¬ 
sential to close the meeting to protect 
the free exchange of internal views and 
l'j avoid interference with operation of 
the Committee. 


It is suggested that those desiring 
more specific Information contact the 
Advisory Committee Management Offi¬ 
cer. Mr. John W. Jordan. 806 15th 
8treet, NW.. Washington. DC 20506. or 
call area code 202-382-8301. 

John W. Jordan. 

Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 

|FR Doc 77-15071 Filed 6-25-77:8:46 lunj 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE, RESEARCH 
GRANTS PANEL 

Meeting 

May 17, 1977. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act fPub. L. 
92-463, as amended), notice is hereby 
given that a meeting of the Research 
Grants Panel will be held at 806 15th 
Street. NW.. Washington. D.C. 20506, in 
room 1130, from 9 am to 5:30 pm on 
June 17. 1977. 

The purpose of the meeting is to re¬ 
view Research Materials applications In 
the field of linguistics and lexicography 
submitted to the National Endowment 
for the Humanities for projects begin¬ 
ning after October 1,1977. 

Because the proposed meeting will 
consider financial Information and dis¬ 
close Information of a personal nature 
the disclosure of which would constitute 
a clearly unwarranted invasion of per¬ 
sonal privacy, pursuant to authority 
granted me by the Acting Chairman’s 
Delegation of Authority to Close Ad¬ 
visory Committee Meetings, dated April 
28. 1977, I have determined that the 
meeting would fall within exemptions 
(4) and <6) of 5 U.8.C. 552b(c) and that 
it is essential to close the meeting to pro¬ 
tect the free exchange of internal views 
and to avoid interference with operation 
of the Committee. 

It Is suggested that those desiring 
more specific information contact the 
Advisory Committee Management Offi¬ 
cer, Mr. John W. Jordan. 806 15th Street, 
NW., Washington. D.C. 20506. or call 
area code 202-382-2031. 

John W. Jordan, 
Advisory Committee 

Management Officer. 

I PR Doc.77 15072 Filed 6 85-77; 8.45 aroj 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE, RESEARCH 
GRANTS PANEL 

Meeting 

May 16, 1977. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 
92-463, as amended), notice Is hereby 
given that a meeting of the Research 
Grants Panel will be held at 806 15th 
Street, NW., Washington. DC. 20506. in 
room 1130. from 9 am to 5:30 pm on 
June 16. 1977. 

The purpose of this meeting is to re¬ 
view applications submitted to the Tools 
Program of the National Endowment for 
the Humanities, for projects in History. 


Social Science, and Philosophy begin, 
ning October 1,1977. 

Because the proposed ' meeting win 
consider financial information and en¬ 
close information of a personal nature 
the disclosure of which would constitute 
a clearly unwarranted invasion of per- 
sonal privacy, pursuant to authority 
granted me by the Acting Chairmans 
Delegation of Authority to Closo Ad¬ 
visory Committee Meetings, dated April 
28. 1977. I have determined that the 
meeting would fall within exemptions 
(4) and (6) of 5 U.8.C. 552b<c> and that 
it Is essential to close the meeting to pro¬ 
tect the free exchange of internal views 
and to avoid Interference with operation 
of the Committee. 

It is suggested that those desiring 
more specific information contact the Ad¬ 
visory Committee Management Officer. 
Mr. John W. Jordan. 806 15 Street, NW’ 
Washington, D.C. 20506. or call area code 
202-382-2031. 

John W. Jordan 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 

J FR Doc 77-16073 Filed 5-25-77,8:45 am) 


NATIONAL STUDY COMMISSION ON 
RECORDS AND DOCUMENTS OF 
FEDERAL OFFICIALS 

PRIVACY ACT OF 1974 

Revocation and Transfer of Systems of 
Records 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Pri¬ 
vacy Act of 1974. Pub. L. 93-579, b 
UJ8.C. 552a, the National Study Commis¬ 
sion on Records and Documents of Fed¬ 
eral Officials published In the Fn>nui 
Register (41 FR 40048) a notice of the 
following systems of records subject to 
the Privacy Act: PDC-1, General Finan¬ 
cial Records; PDC-2, Payroll Records; 
PDC-3, Informal Personnel Piles. The 
Commission will terminate operations on 
May 30. 1977 and the above systems of 
records are revoked as of that date. 

Following is a summary of the dispo¬ 
sition of the Commission's systems of 
records, subsequent to the termination 
date: 

PDC-l. General Financial Records 
and PDC-2 Payroll Record ? To be re¬ 
tained by General Services Administra¬ 
tion, Region 3, Payroll Proofing 
Branch, for use in concluding adminis¬ 
trative operations of the National Study 
Commission on Records and Documents 
of Federal Officials as part of the GSA 
system of records. Defunct Agency Rec¬ 
ords GSA/OAD-36. 

PDC-2. Informal Personnel Files Re¬ 
viewed by the National Archives and 
Records Service and disposed of in ac¬ 
cordance with Comprehensive Records 
Control Schedule NC 1-220-77-1. a* ap¬ 
proved by the Archivist of the United 
States. 

Dorn Dressandir 
General Counsel 

May 20. 1977. 

}FR Doc.77-14967 Plied 5-26 77;8:46 
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NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


1 Doc tot No. SO SOT I 


fiorida power corp., cr au (crystal 

RIVER UNIT 3 NUCLEAR GENERATING 

PLANT) 


Issuance ol Amendment to Facility 
Operating License 


The UB. Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission f the Commission) lias issued 
Amendment No. 4 to Facility Opera ting 
License No DPIV-72. issued to the Flor¬ 
ida Power Corporation. City of Alachua, 
City of BushnclL City of Gainesville, 
City of Kissimmee, City of Leesburg. 
City of New Smyrna Beach, and Utilities 
CttnmissJoo. City of New Smyrna Beach. 
City of Ocala, Orlando Utilities Com¬ 
mission. and City of Orlando. Behring 
Utility Commission. Seminole Electric 
Cooperative, Inc^ and the City of Talla¬ 
hassee, which revised Technical Specifi¬ 
cations for operation of the Crystal 
River Unit 3 Nuclear Generating Plant 
located in Citrus County, Florida. 

The Amendment permits an accept¬ 
ance criteria of 95 percent or greater for 
the removal efficiency for methyl iodide 
aa demonstrated by a laboratory analysis 
of s representative carbon sample of the 
charcoal absorber units of the auxiliary 
buildup: ventilation exhaust system. 

The implication for the amendment 
complies with the standards and re¬ 
quirement* of the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954. as amended (the Act) and the 
Commission’s rule* and regulations. The 
Commission has made appropriate find¬ 
ings as required by the Act and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules and regulations in 10 
CFR Chapter I. which are set forth in 
the license amendment. Prior public no¬ 
tice of this amendment was not required 
since the amendment does not involve a 
ftgnifkont hazards consideration. 

The Commission has determined that 
the lw.nance of this amendment will not 
result in any significant environm ental 
Impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR 
iS15fd><4) an environmental impact 
statement, or negative declaration and 
environmental impact appraisal need 
not be prepared in connection with is¬ 
suance of this amendment. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the application for 
amendment dated April 21, 1977, (2) 
Amendment No. 4 to License No. DPR- 
*2. and (3) the Commission’s related 
Safety Evaluation Supporting Amend¬ 
ment No. 4 to License No. DPR-73. All 
of these items are available for public 
Inspection at the Commission’s Public 
Document Room. 1717 H 8treet NW.. 
Washington. D.C., and at the Crystal 
River Public Library. Crystal River. 
Rorida 32629. A copy of items (2> and 
*3) may be obtained upon request ad¬ 
dressed to the UB. Nuclear Regulatory 
DammLvdon. Washington, D.C. 20555. 
Attention: Director. Division of Project 
“ansgement. 


, Dated at Bethesda, Mary land, this 

12th day of May 1977. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 

John P. Stole. 

Light Water Rendon Branch 
No. 1. Division of Project 
Management. 

|TO Doc 77-14796 FUsd S-2S-77;6:45 am] 


(Docket Noe. 50-335A. 5O-350A. and 50-$SlAJ 

FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT CO. (ST. LUCIE 

NO. 1, TURKEY POINT UNITS NOS. 3 

ANO 4) 

Request for Order To Show Cause 

Notice is hereby given that by petition 
dated April 18. 1977, Florida Cities (Fort 
Pierce Utilities Authority of the City of 
Fort Pierce. Gainesville-Alachua County 
Regional Electric Water and Sewer 
Utilities. Lake Worth Utilities Author¬ 
ity. Utilities CommisMon of the City of 
New Smyrna Beach, Orlando Utilities 
Commission. Sebring Utilities Commis¬ 
sion. the Cities of Alachua. Bartow. Day ¬ 
tona Beach, Fort Meade. Key West. 
Mount Dora. Newberry. Quincy. St. 
Cloud, and Tallahassee. Florida, and the 
Florida Municipal Utilities Association) 
filed a request for an Order to Show 
Cause why License Nos. DPR-31. DPR- 
41 and DPR-67 should not be revoked, 
amended, or modified, due to alleged 
anticompetitive conduct and conditions 
under those licenses. The requested order 
would be issued to the Licensee. Florida 
Power L Light Company. In accordance 
with the procedures specified in 10 CFR 
I 2.206 appropriate action will be taken 
on this request within a reasonable time. 

A copy of the request is available for 
inspection in the Commission's Public 
Document Room. 1717 H Street NW„ 
Washington. D.C. 20555. and at the In¬ 
dian River Junior College Library. 3209 
Virginia Avenue. Ft. Pierce. Florida 
33450. and Environmental and Urban 
Affairs Library. Florida International 
University. MiamL Florida 33199. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 
16th day of May 1977. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 

Edsok G. Case. 

Acting Director . Office of 
Nuclear Reactor Regulation. 

|FK Doc.77-14066 Piled 6-25-77:6:45 un| 


The amendment consists of changes 
to the Technical Specifications which 
will modify the method of testing the 
operability of the relief valves used In 
the reactor pressure relief subsystem. 

The application for the amendment 
complies with the standards and require¬ 
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954. 
as amended (the Act), and the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules and regulations. The Com¬ 
mission has made appropriate findings 
as required by the Act and the Commis¬ 
sion's rules and regulations in 10 CFR 
Chapter I. which are set forth In the li¬ 
cense amendment. Prior public notice of 
this amendment was not required since 
the amendment does not involve a sig¬ 
nificant hazards consideration. 

The Commission has determined that 
the issuance of this amendment will not 
result in any significant environm ental 
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR 
f 51.5(d) <4* an environmental Impact 
statement or negative declaration and 
environmental impact appraisal need not 
be prepared in connection with issuance 
of this amendment. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (l) the application for 
amendment dated March 9. 1977. (2) 
Amendment No. 34 to License No. DPRr- 
49. and (3) the Commission’s related 
Safety Evaluation. All of these items are 
available for public inspection at the 
Commission’s Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street NW, Washington, DC., 
and at the Cedar Rapids Public Library. 
428 Third Avenue SE.. Cedar Rapids. 
Iowa 52401. A copy of Items (2) and (3) 
may be obtained upon request addressed 
to the UjS. Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. Washington. D.C. 20555. Attention: 
Director. Division of Operating Reactors. 

Dated at Bethesda, Mao’lond. this 
13th day of May 1977. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 

George Leak. 

Chief . Operating Reactors 

Branch No. Division of Op¬ 
erating Reactors. 

(PR Doc.77 14669 Piled 5-25 77. g 45 tm| 


(Docket No STN 50-162) 

KANSAS GAS AND ELECTRIC CO. ANO 
KANSAS CITY POWER AND LIGHT CO. 
(WOLF CREEK GENERATING STATION. 
UNIT 1) 


IOWA ELECTRIC UGHT AND POWER CO.. 

ET AL 

Issuance of Amendment to Facility 
Operating License 

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion (the Commission) has issued 
Amendment No. 34 to Facility Operat¬ 
ing License No. DPR-49 Issued to Iowa 
Electric Light and Power Company. Cen¬ 
tral Iowa Power Cooperative, and Corn 
Belt Power Cooperative, which revised 
Technical Specifications for operation of 
the Duane Arnold Energy Center, located 
in linn County, Iowa. The amendment 
Is effective as of its date of issuance. 


Issuance of Construction Permit 

Notice Is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the Partial Initial Decision and the 
Initial Decision of the Atomic Safety and 
Licensing Board, dated January 18, 1977, 
and May ll. 1977, respectively, the Nu¬ 
clear Regulatory Commission <the Com¬ 
mission* has issued Construction Per¬ 
mit No. CPPR-147 to the Kansas Gas and 
Electric Company and the Kansas City 
Power and Light Company for construc¬ 
tion of a pressurized water nuclear reac¬ 
tor at the applicant’s site in Coffey 
County. Kansas. The proposed reactor, 
known as tho Wolf Creek Generating 
Station, Unit 1 is designed for a rated 
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power of 3.411 megawatts thermal with a 
net electrical output of 1.150 megawatt*. 

The Partial Initial Decision and the 
Initial Decision are subject to review by 
an Atomic Safety and Licensing Appeal 
Board prior to their becoming final. Any 
decision or action taken by an Atomic 
Safety and Licensing Appeal Board in 
connection with these Decisions may be 
reviewed by the Commission. 

The Commission has made appropriate 
findings as required by ti^e Atomic En¬ 
ergy Act of 1954. as amended (the Act>, 
and the Commission's rules and regula¬ 
tions in 10 CFR Chapter L which are 
set forth in the construction permit. The 
application for the construction permit 
complies with the standards and require¬ 
ments of the Act and the Commission's 
rules and regulations. 

The construction permit is effective as 
of its date of issuance. The earliest date 
for the completion of the facility is 
March 1, 1982, and the latest date for 
completion is March 1. 1984. The permit 
shall expire on the latest date for com¬ 
pletion of the facility. 

A copy of (i> the Partial Initial De¬ 
cision and the Initial Decision, dated 
January 18. 1977, and May 11. 1977. re¬ 
spectively: (2) Construction Permit No. 
CPPR-147; <3> the report of the Advi¬ 
sory Committee on Reactor Safeguards, 
dated October 16. 1975; (4) the Office of 
Nuclear Reactor Regulation's Safety 
Evaluation Report dated September 
1975. and Supplement Nos. 1, 2. and 3. 
thereto, dated January 14. 1976. Febru¬ 
ary 10. 1976, and November 29. 1976, 
respectively; (5) the Preliminary Safety 
Analysts Report and amendments there¬ 
to; (6) the applicants’ Environmental 
Report dated. May 16, 1974, and supple¬ 
ments thereto; (7) the Draft Environ¬ 
mental Statement dated July 1975; and 
<8> the Final Environmental Statement 
dated October 1975, are available for 
public inspection at the Commission's 
Public Document Room at 1717 H Street 
NW.. Washington, D C. 20555, and at the 
Office of the County Clerk. Coffey County 
Courthouse. Burlington County. Kansas 
66839. A copy of the construction permit 
may be obtained upon request addressed 
to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: 
Director. Division of Project Manage¬ 
ment. 

Copies of the Safety Evaluation Re¬ 
port (Document No. NUREG-75/080) 
and its supplements (Document Nos. 
NUREG-0019 for Supplement No. 1 and 
NUREG-0033 for Supplement Nos. 2 and 
3) and the Final Environmental State¬ 
ment (Document No. NUREG-75/096) 
may be purchased, at current rates, from 
the National Technical Information 
Service. Springfield. Virginia 22161. 

Dated at Bethesda. Maryland, this 
17th day of May. 1977. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion 


Olah D. Pars, 

Chief, Light Water Reactors 
Branch No. 3, Division of 
Project Management . 

|FR Doc 77-14796 Filed 5 25 77;8 45 *m| 


1 Docket No 60-2881 


METROPOLITAN EDISON CO., ET AL. 


Issuance of Amendment To Facility 
Operating license 

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission (the Commission> has issued 
. Amendment No. 30 to Facility Operating 
License No. DPR-50. issued to Metropol¬ 
itan Edison Company. Jersey Central 
Power and Light Company, and Penn¬ 
sylvania Electric Company (the licens¬ 
ees), which revised Technical Specifica¬ 
tions for operation of the Three Mile 
Island Nuclear Station, Unit No. 1 lo¬ 
cated in Dauphin County, Pennsylvania. 
The amendment is effective as of its date 
of issuance. 

Tills amendment adds provisions to the 
Technical Specifications to require oper¬ 
ability and surveillance of shock suppres¬ 
sor« (snubbers) required to protect the 
primary coolant system and all other 
safety related systems and components. 

The application for the amendment 
complies with the standards and require¬ 
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 
as amended (the Act). and the Commis¬ 
sion's rules and regulations. The Com¬ 
mission has made appropriate findings 
as required by the Act and the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules and regulations in 10 CFR 
Chapter I, which are set forth In the li¬ 
cense amendment. Prior public notice of 
this amendment was not required since 
the amendment does not Involve a sig¬ 
nificant hazards consideration. 

The Commission has determined that 
the issuance of this Amendment will not 
result in any significant environmental 
Impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR 
(51.5(d)(4) an environmental impact 
statement or negative declaration and 
environmental Impact appraisal need not 
be prepared in connection with Issuance 
of this amendment. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the application for 
amendment dated August 23. 1975, as 
supplemented September 15 and Octo¬ 
ber 19, 1976, and March 9. 1977. (2) the 
Commission's letter dated February 17. 
1977 to Metropolitan Edison Company. 
(3) Amendment No. 30 to License No. 
DPR-50. and (4) the Commission's re¬ 
lated Safety Evaluation issued Febru¬ 
ary 17, 1977. All of these Items ore avail¬ 
able for public inspection at the Commis¬ 
sion's Public Document Room, 1717 H 
Street NW.. Washington. D.C. and at the 
Government Publications Section, State 
Library of Pennsylvania. Box 1601 (Edu¬ 
cation Building), Harrisburg, Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

A copy of items <2). <3>. and <4> may 
be obtained upon request addressed to 
the U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion, Washington. D.C. 20555, Attention: 
Director. Division of Operating Reactors. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 11th 
day of May 1977. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 


Robert W, Rria, 
Chief, Operating Reactors 
Branch No. 4, DivMon of 
Operating Reactors . 


(PR Doc.77-14570 Filed 5 25-77;8 45 tan] 


| Docket No 50-298} 

NEBRASKA PUBLIC POWER DISTRICT 

Issuance of Amendment To Facility Open* 

ing License and Negative Declaration 

The U. 8 . Nuclear Regulatory Commk- I 
slon (the Commission) has is* 1*4 
Amendment No. 37 to Facility OpmUfii 
License No. DPR-46, issued to Hit N*. 
braska Public Power District -the li¬ 
censee). which revised Technical Speci¬ 
fications for operation of the Cooj*r 
Nuclear Station (the facility > located is 
Nemaha County. Nebraska, The amend- I 
ment Is effective 30 days from it a date of | 
issuance. 

The amendment incorporated -l* ftn 
fish impingement limits in the facil¬ 
ity Technical Specifications and *; 
changed the location of an environ¬ 
mental sampling station for poultry ei*«. 
clarified sampling frequency require, 
menu for soil samples, changed the lo¬ 
cation description of Sample Station No 
1 , and corrected administrative erron 
from previous license amendment* 

The applications for the amendment 
comply with the standards and require¬ 
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 19W. 
as amended (the Act), and the Comma- 
slon's rule* and regulations The Com¬ 
mission has made appropriate lindiwp 
as required by the Act and the Commis¬ 
sion's rules and regulations in 10 CFR 
Chapter I, which are set forth In the li¬ 
cense amendment. Prior public notice ol 
this amendment was not required miicc 
the amendment does not involve a sig- 
nlflcant hazards consideration 

In connection with item (1) above, the 
Commission has prepared an environ¬ 
mental Impact appraisal relating to the 
action and has concluded that nn envi¬ 
ronmental Impact statement for thb par¬ 
ticular action is not warranted became 
there will be no significant environmen¬ 
tal Impact attributable to the action. In 
connection with item ( 2 ) above, the 
Commission has determined that this 
action will not result in any significant 
environmental impact and that pursuant 
to 10 CFR |51.5<d)<4) an enviromnen- 
tal Impact statement or negative decla¬ 
ration and environmental impact ap¬ 
praisal need not be prepared. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see ( 1 ) the applications for 
amendment dated December 16 and 20. 
1976. (2) Amendment No. 37 to Liceme 
No. DPR-46, and <3> the Ootnmtestonk 
Environmental Impact Appraisal All nf 
these items are available for public in¬ 
spection at the Commission’s Public Doc¬ 
ument Room, 1717 H Street NW Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. and at the Auburn Public 
Library, 118, 15th Street. Auburn, Ne¬ 
braska 68305. A single copy of item* 
and ( 3 ) may be obtained upon request 
addressed to the UJ3. Nuclear Regulator! 
Commission. Washington, D.C. 20555 At¬ 
tention: Director. Division of Operate 
Reactors. 

Dated at Beihcsda, Maryland 
ninth day of May, 1977. 
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For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 


sion 


Don K Davis. 

Acting Chief , Operating Reac¬ 
tors Branch No. 2 . Division 
of Operating Reactors . 


|FR Doc,77-14672 Piled 6-25-77:8:45 ami 


j Docket No. 60-220) 

NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORP. 

Issuance of Facility License Amendment 

The U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion ‘the Commission! has issued 
Amendment No. 15 to Facility Operating 
License No. DPR-63 to the Niagara 
Mohawk Power Corporation <the li¬ 
censee ) which revised Technical Specifi¬ 
cations for operation of the Nine Mile 
Point Nuclear Station. Unit No. 1 (the 
facility’ located in Oswego County, New 
York The amendment is effective as of 
its date of issuance. 

The amendment consists of changes to 
the Technical Specifications to permit the 
reactor vessel water level to be below the 
tow-low-low level set point for an inter¬ 
val not to exceed twelve weeks. Amend¬ 
ment No. 14. issued March 25. 1977. per ¬ 
mitted MNPC to lower the reactor vessel 
water level below the low-low’-low level 
set point during major maintenance for 
an interval not to exceed six weeks. 

The application for the amendment 
complies with the standards and require¬ 
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954. 
*i amended (the Act). and the Commis- 
iton’s rules and regulations. The Com¬ 
mission has made appropriate findings 
as required by the Act and the Commis¬ 
sion's rules and regulations in 10 CFR 
Chapter I. which are set forth in the U- 
ettise amendment. Prior public notice of 
foto amendment was not required since 
amendment does not involve a signifi¬ 
cant hazards consideration. 

The Commission has determined that 
the Issuance of this amendment will not 
f«ult in any significant environmental 
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR 
3li<d><4) an environmental impact 
statement or negative declaration and 
environmental impact appraisal need not 
** prepared in connection with issuance 
w this amendment. 

?or further details with respect to this 
acUon. see (1 > the application for 
amendment dated May 6. 1977. (2> 
Amendment No. 15 to License No. DPR- 
w, and <3> the Commission's related 
safety Evaluation. All of these items are 
Avallnbie for public inspection at the 
wmmis*i°n , 8 Public Document Room. 
•;*• H Street NW., Washington. D.C. and 
At the Oswego City Library. 120 E. Second 
«reet. Oswego. New York 13126. 

A copy of items (2) and (3) may be 
Joined upon request addressed to the 
J* Nuclear Regulatory’ Commission. 
"«fnnigton. D.C. 20555. Attention: Di- 
® clor * Division of Operating Reactors. 

aJ}***$ at Bethesda. Maryland, this 13th 

toy of May. 1977. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 


George Lear. 

Chief. Operating Reactors 
Branch No. 3. Dinsion of 
Operating Reactors. 


|FR Doc 77-14673 Filed 5-25-77;B:46 run) 


(Docket No 8TN 60 484| 

NORTHERN STATES POWER CO. (MINNE¬ 
SOTA), NORTHERN STATES POWER 
COMPANY (WISCONSIN) (TYRONE EN¬ 
ERGY PARK, UNIT 1) 

Order and Notice of Continuation of Hear¬ 
ing on Application For Construction 
Permit 

On August 21. 1974 the Commission is¬ 
sued a ’ Notice of Hearing on Applica¬ 
tion for Construction Permits,” published 
in 39 FR 31688 ‘August 30. 1974), The 
Notice related to the application by 
Northern States Power Company (Min¬ 
nesota) and Northern States Power 
Company (Wisconsin) for permits to 
construct Tyrone Energy Park. Nuclear 
Units 1 and 2. to be located in Dunn 
County. Wisconsin. Subsequently North¬ 
ern States Power Companies amended 
their application to delete Unit 2 of Ty¬ 
rone Energy Park because of Its indefinite 
postponement. As a result of tills amend¬ 
ment. the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board divided the proceedings into two 
phases. Phase 1 relates to the radiologi¬ 
cal health and safety aspects under the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended. 
Phase 2 pertains to environmental Issues 
under the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969. 

Sessions of the hearing to receive evi¬ 
dence on radiological health and safety 
matters were held by an Atomic Safety 
and Licensing Board in Eau Claire. Wis¬ 
consin in September and October 1976 
and the Board Issued its Partial Initial 
Decision on these matters on May 3. 1977. 

Notice is hereby-given that the evi¬ 
dentiary hearing on the application for a 
construction permit for Nuclear Generat¬ 
ing Unit No. 1, Tyrone Energy Park, will 
resume at 9:30 a.m.. June 21. 1977 at 
Room 101, Hibbard Humanities Hall. 
University of Wisconsin Campus. Park 
and Garfield Avenues, Eau Claire. Wis¬ 
consin 54701. Evidence will be received 
with respect to environmental matters 
under the National Environmental Policy 
Act; particularly whether in accordance 
with the requirements of 10 CFR Part 51. 
the construction permit should be issued 
as proposed. The hearing is expected to 
lost for several weeks. 

The public Is Invited to attend. Any 
person may make a written limited ap¬ 
pearance statement. Any person who has 
not already made an oral limited ap¬ 
pearance statement may appear and do 
so. Statements should be limited to en¬ 
vironmental considerations. Depending 
upon time requirements and the number 
of persons wishing to make oral state¬ 
ments the length of oral statements may 
be limited. No limitation is presently im¬ 


posed upon the length of written state¬ 
ments. 

Opportunities for limited appearances 
by members of the public will be afforded 
at the beginning of the opening session. 
9:30 a.m.. June 21; 7:00 pjn., June 21; 
and 1:00 p.m. June 25,1977. 

It is so ordered. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland this 18th 
day of May, 1977. 

For the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board. 


Ivan W. Smith. 

Chair man. 

[FR Doc 77-14674 Piled 6 25-77.8:46 am) 


REGULATORY GUIDE 

Expiration of Initial Public Comment 
Period 

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
staff has. after consideration of the pub¬ 
lic comments received to date on a guide 
from Its Regulatory Guide 8eries, deter¬ 
mined that there is no need for a revision 
at this time. Most regulatory guides ore 
revised to reflect additional staff review 
and public comments received during the 
initial 60-day comment period following 
a guide’s first issuance. However, in a 
few' cases, a guide may deal with a non- 
controverslal subject or may be a simple 
codification of existing practice, and 
therefore there may be no need for a 
revision. The guide noticed here is in 
this category, and for this reason the 
staff has concluded that no changes are 
needed at this time. The staff is therefore 
now using the guide in evaluating ap¬ 
plicant and licensee submittals and per¬ 
formance, as noted in the guide’s Imple¬ 
mentation section. 

The guide involved Is Regulatory Guide 
1.116, "Quality Assurance Requirements 
for Installation, Inspection, and Testing 
of Mechanical Equipment and Systems.” 

The first page of the guide with the 
words "FOR COMMENT” deleted is 
being reissued to the distribution list for 
Division 1. The letter "R” added to the 
revision number is to Indicate that the 
page has been reissued with no changes in 
the text. For example. "Revision O-R” 
indicates that the page as originally is¬ 
sued Is being reissued unchanged. 

Requests for single copies of the re¬ 
issued first pages should be made in writ¬ 
ing to the U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission. Washington, D.C, 20555, At¬ 
tention: Director. Division of Document 
Control. 

Comments and suggestions for im¬ 
provements in regulatory guides are en¬ 
couraged at all times, and guides are re¬ 
vised. as appropriate, to accommodate 
comments and reflect new information or 
experience. However, newly issued guides 
have an initial comment period of about 
two months after issuance. Following the 
expiration of this period, the staff reviews 
the comments and revises the guides, as 
appropriate, to reflect such suggestions 
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*» alternative ways of achieving accept¬ 
able levels of safety and safeguards. 

(6 US.C. 652(a)) 

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 17th 
day of May 1977. 

POr the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert B. Minocue. 

Director, 

Office of Standards Development. 

IFR Doc.77-14797 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 am! 


REGULATORY GUIDE 
Issuance and Availability 

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
has issued a new guide in its Regulatory 
Guide Scries. This series has been de¬ 
veloped to describe and make available 
to the public methods acceptable to the 
NRC staff of implementing specific parts 
of the Commission's regulations and. in 
some cases, to delineate techniques used 
by the staff in evaluating specific prob¬ 
lems or postulated accidents and to pro¬ 
vide guidance to applicants concerning 
certain of the information needed by the 
staff in its review of applications for 
permits and licenses. 

Regulatory Guide 7.8. “Load Combina¬ 
tions for the Structural Analysis of 
Shipping Casks/’ presents a set of initial 
conditions acceptable to the NRC staff 
for use in the structural analysis of type 
B packages used to transport irradiated 
nuclear fuel In the contiguous United 
States. 

Comments and suggestions in connec¬ 
tion with (1) items for inclusion in 
guides currently being developed or <21 
improvements in all published guides are 
encouraged at any time. Public com¬ 
ments on Regulatory Guide 7.8 will, 
however, be particularly useful in eval¬ 
uating the need for on early revision if 
received by July 15, 1977. 

Comments should be sent to the Secre¬ 
tary of the Commission, US. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission. Washington. 
D.C. 20555. Attention: Docketing and 
Servico Branch. 

Regulatory guides are available for in¬ 
spection at tiie Commission’s Public Doc¬ 
ument Room. 1717 H Street NW., Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. Requests for single copies 
of Issued guides (which may be repro¬ 
duced) or for placement on an automatic 
distribution list for single copies of fu¬ 
ture guides in specific divisions should 
be made in writing to the U.8. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission. Washington, 
D.C. 20555. Attention: Director, Division 
of Document Control. Telephone re¬ 
quests cannot bo accommodated. Regu¬ 
latory guides arc not copyrighted, and 
Commission approval la not required to 
reproduce them. 

(5 USC. 652(a).) 

Dated at Rockville, Maryland this 11th 
day of May 1977. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 


Robert B. Mufocu*. 
Director . Office 
of Standards Development. 


[PR Doc.77-14677 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 axn| 


REGULATORY GUIDE 
Issuance and Availability 

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
has issued a guide in its Regulatory Guide 
Series. This series has been developed to 
describe and make available to the pub¬ 
lic methods acceptable to the NRC staff 
of Implementing specific parts of the 
Commission’s regulations and. in some 
cases, to delineate techiques used by the 
staff in evaluating specific problems or 
postulated accidents and to provide guid¬ 
ance to applicants concerning certain 
of the information needed by the staff in 
its review of applications for permits and 
licenses. 

Regulatory Guide 1.63, Revision U 
"Electric Penetration Assemblies in Con¬ 
tainment Structures for Light-Water- 
Cooled Nuclear Power Plants.” describes 
a method acceptable to the NRC staff of 
complying with mechanical, electrical, 
and test requirements for the design, 
qualification, construction, installation, 
and testing of electric penetration assem¬ 
blies in containment structures of ltght- 
water-cooled nuclear power plants. The 
original verision of this guide endorsed 
IEEE Std 317-1972, "IEEE Standard for 
Electric Penetration Assemblies in Con¬ 
tainment Structures for Nuclear Power 
Generating Stations." This issuance re¬ 
flects the changes necessary to endorse 
the revision of that standard < IEEE Std 
317-19761. 

Comments and suggestions in connec¬ 
tion with <1> items for Inclusion in 
guides currently being developed or (3) 
improvements In all published guides are 
encouraged at any time. Public com¬ 
ments on Regulatory Guide 1.63. Revi¬ 
sion 1. will, however, be particularly use¬ 
ful in evaluating the need for an early, 
revision if received by July 20.1977. 

Comments should be sent to the Sec¬ 
retary of the Commission. U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington. 
D.C. 20555. Attention: Docketing and 
Service Branch. 

Regulatory guides are available for in¬ 
spection at the Commission's Public 
Document Room. 1717 H Street NW.. 
Washington, D.C. Requests for single 
copies of issued guides (which may be re¬ 
produced) or for placement on an auto¬ 
matic distribution list for single copies 
of future guides in specific divisions 
should be made in writing to the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Director. 
Division of Document Control. Telephone 
requests cannot be accommodated. Reg- 
utory guides are not copyrighted, and 


Commission approval is not required to 
reproduce them. 

(5 UJB.C. 562(a).) 

Dated at Rockville, Mary land this 16th 
day of May 1977. 

Robert B. ICdvogue, 
Director , Office 
of Standards Development 
|FR Doc 77-14678 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 xm] 


(Docket No. 50-280| 


VIKUINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER CO 
(SURRY POWER STATION. UNIT NO 1) 

Order for Modification of License 


Virginia Electric and Power Company 
<the Licensee), is the holder of Facility 
Operating License No. DPR-32 which au¬ 
thorizes the operation of the nuclear 
power reactor known as Surry Power 
Station. Unit No. 1 (the facility) at 
steady state reactor power levels not in 
excess of 2441 thermal megawatts (rated 
power). The reactor is a pressurized 
water reactor (PWR) located at Uie Li¬ 
censee's site in Surry County, Virginia 


n 


On February 8. 1977, the staXT issued 
an Order related to License No. DPR-32 
which addressed operation of Surry 
Power Station Unit No. 1 under condi¬ 
tions In which steam generator tubes 
have been plugged as a result of the tube 
denting caused by corrosion of the tube 
support plate In the annular spaces be¬ 
tween tube and the tube support plate. 
Subsequently on February 11, 1977. we 
issued a Safety Evaluation supporting the 
Order. In order to perform an Inspection 
of the steam generators, the February 8. 
1977 Order limited operation to D 
equivalent days. The licensee ahs 5tnce 
that time submitted inspection and re¬ 
pair programs dated April 15 and 29. 
1977 * and has shutdown to perform the 
inspection and repairs. The NRC stall 
has evaluated the results of the inspec¬ 
tion and repair program and has assessed 
whether continued operation of the facil¬ 
ity would be safe. This evaluation Is set 
forth in the staff's concurrently issued 


‘Copies of (1) the Licensee*!* submittal* 
dated April 15 and 29. 1977. (2) February 6 
1077 Order and Corrective Order dated Feb¬ 
ruary 11, 1977. relating to DPR-32. (3) tb* 
Order tor Modification of License. In the 
Matter of Virginia Sec trie and Power Com¬ 
pany, Surry Power Station. Unit No. 1, Docket 
No. 50-280. and (4) the Cammlailcn a con¬ 
currently issued Safety Evaluation support¬ 
ing this Order are available far Inspection m 
the Commission’s Public Document Jtooav 
1717 H Street, N Washington. DC. 
and at the 8wem Library. College of WUlJsm 
and Mary, Williamsburg. Vlgtnla. A copy » 
llema (2). (S), and (4) may be obtained upon 
request addressed to the US Nuclear WgJ 
lory Commission, Washington. DC. 20*5* 
Attention: Director, Division of Opera 
Reactors. 
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gaTety Evaluation relating to the steam 
iterator tube, integrity. 

With respect to the effect of increased 
jtrrss in the tube support plate as a result 
of tube support plate growth, the staff 
hm concluded that neither buckling of 
the tube support plate nor damage to the 
rteam generator shell through the wrap¬ 
per and channel spacer would develop. 

Continued growth of the tube support 
plate continues to impose stresses on the 
lubes and may result in the development 
oi stress corrosion crocks in the tubes 
at denting locations. The staff has con¬ 
sidered the effect of the development of 
urws corrosion cracking during the 
course of operation of this facility, and 
has assessed the potential effect of such 
cnetot in conjunction with steam line 
break and loss of coolant accident events. 
The staff has concluded that under the 
additional limitations on tube leakage set 
forth in this Order, the potential effect 
of continued denting on the consequences 
of the steam line break event would not 
exceed a fraction of Part 100. and any 
effects of continued denting on LOCA 
fTtnta would not be significant. These 
events are of extremely low probability, 
especially for the limited period covered 
by this Order. The additional limitations 
set forth In this Order will provide rea¬ 
sonable assurance that the public health 
and safety will not be endangered 

After discussion with the staff, the li¬ 
censee proposed in his April 29.1977, sub¬ 
mittal to modify the limitations appli¬ 
cable to this facUity. The NRC staff be¬ 
lieves that under the circumstances, the 
limitations proposed by the Ucensee and 
the additional ones added by the NRC 
staff are upproprlate and should be con¬ 
firmed by NRC order. 

m 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954. as amended, and 
the Commission’s Rules and Regulations 
to 10 CFR Parts 2 and 50, It is ordered . 
That Facility Operating License No. 
OPR-32 is hereby amended by deleting 
the provisions of the NRC Order dated 
February 8. 1977. as corrected February 
h. 1977, and replacing in its entirety ex¬ 
iting paragraph 3JE. of thj License with 
the following: 

E. Sfram Generator Inspection 

1 Unit No. 1 shall be brought to the 
cold shutdown condition in order to per¬ 
form an inspection of the steam genera - 
tor* within six equivalent months of op- 
f*Uon from May 6, 1977. Nuclear Regu- 
“tory Commission approval shall be ob- 
*iued before resuming power opera¬ 
tion following this inspection. For the 
fcapose of this requirement, equivalent 
^ration is defined os operation with a 
primary coolant temperature greater 
than 350* p. 

2 Primary to secondary leakage 
r^Bh the steam generator tubes shaU 
, «®itcd to 0.3 gpm per steam genera- 
or as described tn the Safety Evalua- 

any steam generator tube 
***** greater than this limit the 

lor *hall be brought to the cold shut- 
oa n condition within 24 hours and Nu¬ 


clear Regulatory Commission approval 
shall be obtained before resuming reactor 
operation. 

3. If leakage from two or more tubes in 
the plant in any 20-day period is ob¬ 
served or determined, the reactor shall be 
brought to the cold shutdown condition 
within 24 hours and Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission approval shall be obtained 
before resuming reactor operation or if 
two leaks are observed after the reactor 
is in cold shutdown Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission approval shall be obtained 
befortf resuming reactor operation. 

4. The concentration of radioiodine in 
the primary coolant shall be limited to 1 
(id gram during normal operation and 
to 10 #iCi/gram during power transients 
as defined in the concurrently issued 
addition of Appendix A-l to the Techni¬ 
cal Specifications of the license. 

Dated in Bcthcsda, Maryland this 6th 
day of May 1977. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis¬ 
sion. 


Edson O. Case, 
Acting Director . Office 
of Nuclear Reactor Regulation. 


(FR Doe .77-14875 Plied 5-25-77:8:45 *m] 


(Docket No 50-573; LicenJW No. XR-119) 

WESTINGHOUSE ELECTRIC CORP 
Issuance of Facility Export License 

Pleuse take notice that no request for 
a hearing or a petition for leave to In¬ 
tervene having been filed following pub¬ 
lication of notice of proposed action in 
the Federal Register on December 30, 
1976 (41 FR 26894>. and the Nuclear Reg¬ 
ulatory Commission having found that: 

(a) The application filed by Westing- 
house Electric Corporation. Docket Num¬ 
ber 50-573, complies with the require¬ 
ments of the Act. and the Commission'* 
regulations set forth In Title 10, Chapter 
I. Code of Federal Regulations, and 
(b> The reactor proposed to be ex¬ 
ported Is a utilization facility as defined 
in said Act and regulations. 

the Commission has issued License No. 
XR-119 to Westlnghouse Electric Cor¬ 
poration. Pittsburgh. Pennsylvania, au¬ 
thorizing the export of a power reactor 
with a thermal power level of 1.876 mega¬ 
watts to Korea Electric Company. Seoul. 
Republic of Korea. 

The export of this reactor to the Re¬ 
public of Korea Is within the purview of 
the Agreement for Cooperation Between 
the Government of the United States of 
America and the Government of the Re¬ 
public of Korea. 

Dated at Bethesda. Maryland this 11th 
day of May 1977. 


For the Nuclear Regulatory* Comm is 
sion. 


Michael A. Guhin. 
Assistant Director . Export/Im¬ 
port and International Safe - 
guards . Office of International 
Programs. 


I FR Doc 77-14876 Filed 5-25-77,8 :45 mn( 


ABNORMAL OCCURRENCE EVENT 
Security Incident 

Section 208 of the Energy Reorganiza¬ 
tion Act of 1974, as amended, requires the 
NRC to disseminate information on ab¬ 
normal occurrences (i.e., unscheduled In¬ 
cidents or events which the Commission 
determines are significant from the 
standpoint of public health and safety ». 
The following Incident was determined 
to be an abnormal occurrence using the 
criteria published in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter on February* 24, 1977 <42 FR 10950* 
Appendix A < Example I, C. 4 * of the 
Policy Statement notes that a substantia! 
breakdown of security that significantly 
weakens the protection against theft, di¬ 
version or sabotage can be considered an 
abnormal occurrence. 

Breach or Physical Security System 

DATE AND PLACE 

On April 16-19, 1977 the security sys¬ 
tem at the Public Service Company of 
Colorado (PSCo> FOrt 8t. Vraln Nuclear 
Generating Station was inspected. This 
plant is a high temperature gas 
cooled reactor, located near Plattevillc, 
Colorado. 

NATURE AND PROBABLE CONSEQUENCE 

During a shift change on April 19. 
1977, an NRC Region IV < Dallas » in¬ 
spector. who infrequently visits the fa¬ 
cility and was not recognized, gained 
access to vital areas of the plant with* 
out a security challenge, contrary to the 
facility's existing security program and 
NRC regulatory reoulrements in 10 CFR 
Part 73. The inspector passed through 
security guard checkpoints unchallenged 
and arrived at the control room, at which 
point a reactor operation* individual 
challenged the Inspector for not display¬ 
ing a security badge. The inspector dem¬ 
onstrated the existence of a laxness in 
the security program In the area of ac¬ 
cess control. The potential consequences, 
had this breach been made by a malevo¬ 
lent individual, could have been an act 
of sabotage. 


CAUSE OR CAUSES 

The cause of the breach of the security 
system was the failure of the person¬ 
nel on duty to comply with security di¬ 
rectives for the control of access to the 
protected and vital areas of the plant. 

ACTION TAKEN TO PREVENT RECURRENCE 

Licensee —The licensee reviewed the 
adequacy of the existing security plan. 
Additional measures were taken to 
strengthen the security program through 
personnel instruction, monitoring for en¬ 
forcement, auditing and increased se¬ 
curity staffing at security stations dur¬ 
ing periods of heavy personnel traffic. 

NRC —NRC expresed its concern about 
the serious nature of this type of security 
breakdown and identified the actions 
deemed necessary to correct the situation 
during the inspection, as well as at a 
special corporate meeting on April 22 in 
Denver. Colorado. Enforcement action 
also included a proposed civil penalty in 
the amount of eight thousand dollars. 
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Following completion of a rulemaking 
proceeding addressed to upgrading of 
physical security requirements at nuclear 
facilities, the N RC iss ued revised security 
regulations (10 CFR 73.55) in February 
1977 which require more stringent secu¬ 
rity measures to be implemented at this 
plant and other nuclear facilities covered 
by 10 CFR 73.55. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com¬ 
mission. 

Dated at Washington, D.C. this 20th 
day of May, 1977. 

Samitbl J. Chii.k, 
Secretary of the Commission. 

\m Doc.77-16115 Filed 5 25 77;8:45 ami 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR 

SAFEGUARDS, SUBCOMMITTEE ON 

REACTOR SAFETY RESEARCH 

Meeting 

In accordance with the purposes of 
Sections 29 and 182b. of the Atomic 
Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 2039, 2232 b.). the 
ACRS Subcommittee on Reactor Safety 
Research will hold an open meeting on 
June 16, 1977 at the Sheraton Inn-Air¬ 
port, 3535 Quebec Street. Denver. CO 
80207. The purpose of this meeting Is to 
discuss current plans and programs for 
research associated with advanced re¬ 
actors. 

The agenda for subject meeting shall 
be as follows: 

Thursday. Jumc 16. 1977. 8:00 a.m. Unth. 

TUB CONCI.USIOW OK BUSINESS 

Members of the Subcommittee will hold 
discussions with representatives of the Energy 
Research and Development Administration 
(EROA) and the NRC regarding current plans 
and programs for research associated with 
advanced reactors. 

At the conclusion of these discussions, the 
Subcommittee will caucus to determine 
whether the matters Identified In the session 
have been adequately covered and whether 
they are ready for review by the full Com¬ 
mittee. During t he caucus Subcommittee 
members will discuss their opinions and rec¬ 
ommendations on these matters. The Sub¬ 
committee may prepare a report to the full 
Committee on these matters. 

Practical considerations may dictate 
alterations In the above agenda or sched¬ 
ule. The Chairman is empowered to con¬ 
duct the meeting in a manner that, in 
his judgment, will facilitate the orderly 
conduct of business, including provisions 
to carry over an incompleted session 
from one day to the next. 

The Advisory Committee on Reactor 
Safeguards is an independent group es¬ 
tablished by Congress to review and re¬ 
port on each application for a construc¬ 
tion permit and on each application for 
an operating license for a reactor facil¬ 
ity and on certain other nuclear safety 
matters. The Committee’s reports be¬ 
come a part of the public record. Al¬ 
though ACRS meetings are ordinarily 
open to the public and provide for oral 
or written statements to be considered 
as a part of the Committee’s information 


gathering procedure concerning the 
health and safety of the public, they are 

not adjudicatory type hearings such as 
are conducted by the Nuclear Regula¬ 
tory Commission's Atomic Safety k Li¬ 
censing Board as part of the Commis¬ 
sion's licensing process. ACRS meetings 
do not normally treat matters pertaining 
to environmental Impacts outside the 
safety area. 

With respect to public participation In 
the meeting, the following requirements 
shall apply: 

<a> Persons wishing to submit written 
statements regarding the agenda may 
do so by providing 15 readily reproduci¬ 
ble copies to the Subcommittee at the 
beginning of the meeting. Comments 
should be limited to safety related areas 
within the Committee’s purview. 

Persons desiring to mail written com¬ 
ment may do so by sending a readily 
reproducible copy thereof in time for 
consideration at this meeting. Comments 
postmarked no later than June 9.1977 to 
Mr. Thomas O. McCreless. ACRS. NRC, 
Washington. DC 20555. will normally be 
received in time to be considered at this 
meeting. 

< b) Those persons wishing to moke an 
oral statement at the meeting should 
make a written request to do so, iden¬ 
tifying the topics and desired presenta¬ 
tion time so that appropriate arrange¬ 
ments can be made. The Subcommittee 
will receive oral statements on topics 
relevant to Us purview at an appropriate 
time chosen by the Chairman 

(c) Further information regarding 
topics to be discussed, whether the meet¬ 
ing has been canceled or rescheduled, 
the Chairman’s ruling on requests for the 
opportunity to present oral statements 
and the time allotted therefor can be 
obtained by a prepaid telephone call on 
June 15. 1977 to the Office of the Ex¬ 
ecutive Director of the Committee (tele¬ 
phone 202-634-1374, Attn: Mr. Thomas 
G. McCreless» between 8:15 am and 
5 pm.. EOT. 

id> Questions may be propounded only 
by members of the Subcommittee and 
their consultants. 

<e> The use of still, motion picture, 
and television cameras, the physical in¬ 
stallation and presence of which will not 
interfere with the conduct of the meet¬ 
ing. will be permitted both before and 
after the meeting and during any recess. 
The use of such equipment will not, how¬ 
ever, be allowed while the meeting is In 
session. Recordings will be permitted only 
during those sessions of the meeting 
w hen a transcript is being kept 

<f> A copy of the transcript of the 
portion <s) of the meeting where factual 
information is presented will be avail¬ 
able for inspection on or after June 23, 
1977 at the NRC Public Document Room 
1717 H St. NW.. Washington, D.C. 20555. 

Copies of the minutes of the meeting 
will be made available for Inspection at 
the NRC Public Document Room. 1717 
H St. NW.. Washington. D.C. 20555 after 
September 16. 1977. 


Copies may be obtained upon payment 
of appropriate charges. 

Dated: May 24.1977. 

Johic C. Hoyle, 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 
(PR Doc.77 15114 Filed 5-25-77;8:45 aj»| 


NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY BOARD 

(N- AR 77-21J 

ACCIDENT REPORTS; SAFETY 
RECOMMENDATIONS AND RESPONSES 

Availability and Receipt 

Helicopter Safety Recommendation 
To Insure the continued stale operation 
of the Sikorsky Model 8-6 UL series 
helicopter, the National Transportation 
Safety Board on May 18 issued two new 
recommendations to the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration. The recommenda¬ 
tions were dispatched within 24 houn 
of the May 16 accident Involving an 
S-61L helicopter on the Pan American 
Building Heliport in New York City. 

The helicopter toppled as the right 
main landing gear collapsed; the rotat¬ 
ing main rotor blades contacted the 
heliport surface and disintegrated. Parts 
of the blades caused fatal injuries to 
persons in the vicinity waiting to em¬ 
bark on a flight to the John F. Kennedy 
Airport. 

Preliminary examination of the heli¬ 
copter's landing gear structure disclosed 
that the gear collapsed as a result of i 
fatigue fracture of the forward fitting. 
P/N 6125-50333-2. a part which must be 
inspected every 9,900 hours. The failed 
fitting had been in service for 7,000 
hours. The Board was not aware of any 
inspection requirements other than 
visual during the 9.900-hour period Be¬ 
cause of the similarity in design of the 
forward and aft fittings on both the 
right and left sides, the Board believes 
that inspection should include all land¬ 
ing gear fittings. 

Accordingly, the Safety Board recom¬ 
mends that the PAA ; 

lifeuc an Airworthiness Directive to require 
an Immediate one-time inspection by an 
approved method on both the forward mnd 
aft main landing gear attachment fitting*, 
right and left, on all SUtorsfcy Model «1L 
series helicopters having similar Insulla- 
tlona. < Rerammendatlon A-77-32} (Cl as* l 
Urgent Followup) 

Reevaluate tho^current inspection Interval 
and ksMie requirements for more frequent 
periodic Inspections If necessary to m«rre 
continued safe operation. The inspection 
interval could be based on a set number of 
operating cycles Instead of an established 
operating time (A^77-33) (Cla** B— Priority 
Followup | 

Railroad Accident Report. —The Safety 

Board reports that the Inability of newly 
refurbished track to withstand forces 
generated by the braking of a long, un* 
evenly loaded train caused the derail¬ 
ment of a Union Pacific freight near 
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usings. Nebraska, last August 2. 
tftrratiYC report No. NTSB-RAR—77-1 
concerning this accident Is now available 
to the public. 

Thirty-nine cars of the 117-car east- 
bound f reight derailed at a grade cross- 
m when the brakes automatically went 
into emergency after the engineer had 
braked the train from 52 mph to about 
45 mph. There were no injuries in the 
iccldent. but damage was estimated at 
more than $t mffltan 

The Safety Board determines that the 
probable cause of this accident was the 
failure of the previously disturbed track 
juncture to withstand the lateral forces 
generated by the 42nd. 43rd. said 44th 
aus of the train. The lateral forces re¬ 
sulted from a run-in of disproportionate¬ 
ly heavy cars in the rear portion of the 
trsla. 

Three preventive recommendations. 
Soe R-77-3 through R-77-5. are 
reprinted in the report. These recom¬ 
mendations were originally issued on 
April 22 to the Federal Railroad Adrain- 
bhrailon. ' See 42 FR 21677. April 28. 
iyn.> The recommendations seek (1) 
regulatory action to insure that the 
locations of heavily loaded freight cars 
a t train will not adversely affect the 
train's operation. 42) a requirement that 
trains operated over unstable track be 
hauled by slow orders, radio instruc¬ 
tions or flagging to speeds that will re¬ 
duce the possibility of track buckling 
from forces that exceed the restraining 
ability of the track, and (3) a require- 
inert chat Locomotive engineers be 
matructed in train braking for varied 
circumstances that may develop during 
the train's operation. 

Aircraft and Railroad Accident Re» 
ports in Brief Format.— For many years 
the Safety Board has issued periodically 
publications containing a random 
election of aircraft accidents reported in 
computerized, brief format. One such 
publication. “Aircraft Accident Reports. 
Brief Format. U.8. Ctvfl Aviation, Issue 
Number 3 of 1976 Accidents." Report No. 
NTSB~BA- 77 - 1 , was made available to 
the public last week. 

The Safety Board has now begun pub¬ 
lishing similar compilations of briefs of 
selected railroad accidents. First In this 
Railroad Accident Reports, Brief 
rarmst. Issue Number 1—1976,” Report 
No NTSB~RAB-76“1. was also released 
mi week. Both publications present the 
facts, conditions, circumstances, 
wd probable cause<s> concerning each 
reported accident. 

Issue No. 3 (aircraft * reports on 906 
R&cnil aviation and 18 air carrier ac- 
cioents Additional statistical in forma- 
uon ts tabulated by type of accident. 

of operation, kind of flying, injury 
“***. aircraft damage, conditions of 
pilot certificate, injuries, and 
^ual factors. 

fcsue No. 1 (railroad) reports on 35 
railroad accidents arranged in 
f^onological order. Selected accident 
miormation is tabulated. Including (I) 
Ws of accidents broken down by car- 
<2> ™*maltte* broken down by types 


of accidents and classes of persons, and 
(3) causal factors arranged categorically 
and broken down by types of accidents. 
This Information Is complied from a ran¬ 
dom selection of accident reports and 
does not necessarily reflect an accurate 
long-term statistical distribution. 

Not*—T he brief reports of accidents in 
both publications contain essential informa¬ 
tion; more detailed data on these accident* 
may be obtained from the original factual 
report* on file In the Washington OtSIce of the 
Safety Board. Upon request, factual reports 
will be reproduced commercially at an 
average cost of 25# per page for printed 
matter, f 135 per page for black-and-white 
photographs, and 54 50 per page for color 
photographs, plus postage. Minimum re¬ 
production charge Is 53.00; an additional 
54.00 user-service charge will be made for 
each order. Requests should directed to the 
Public Inquiries Section. National Trans¬ 
portation Safety Board, Washington. D.C. 
20594. The requester must provide this In¬ 
formation concerning the accident; (1) Date 
and place of occurrence. (2) type of aircraft 
and registration number, and (3) name of 
pilot. Both publications may be purchased 
from the NaUonal Technical Information 
Service. U.8. Department of Commerce. 
Springfield. Virginia 22151. 

SAFETY ReCOMMEXDATIOW RlWPOrfSES 

Aviation: A-77S through A-77-A .— 
Federal Aviation Administration letter 
of May 11 responds to the recommenda¬ 
tions issued by the Safety Board last 
February 15 concerning medical certi¬ 
fication procedures for airmen. (See 42 
FR 10015, February 24.1977.) 

With reference to A-77-5. FAA reports 
that, as recommended, the Civil Aero- 
medical Institute “continuously audits 
quality control functions In processing 
applications for medical certification and 
makes frequent changes to enhance the 
efficiency ol the certification system." 
FAA anticipates that conversation to a 
new computer early next year will sub¬ 
stantially Improve its capabilities for 
detecting airman physical and Aviation 
Medical Examiner < AME) performance 
deficiencies, thereby enabling FAA to be 
more specific in its correction efforts. 

PAA also concurs in A-77-6 which rec¬ 
ommended issuance of a Federal Air 
Surgeon*s Bulletin to emphasize to the 
AME the need for quality control and the 
ne ed fo r adherence to the provisions of 
14 CFR Part 67 and the Guide for Avia¬ 
tion Medical Examiners . FAA states that 
an issue of the Bulletin is in preparation, 
distribution expected before July 1. A 
notice to the AME'a calling attention to 
the need for close conformity to the pro¬ 
visions of Part 67 and to the Guide will 
be included. 

FAA does not concur In either recom¬ 
mendation A-77-7 or recommendation 
A-77-8. A-77-7 asked FAA to amend Part 
67 to require that all applicants for firat- 
and second-class medical certificates be 
administered periodically an audiometric 
hearing test. FAA states that, after care¬ 
ful evaluation of all alternatives, institu¬ 
tion of such a requirement is not appro¬ 
priate FAA states: 

Tha PAA l* concerned only with ajuurlng 
that airmen are capable or aafely performing 
their duties for the validity period of the 


medical certificate. There la no responsibility 
for preventive medicine or liability for per¬ 
sonnel compensation In cases of progressive 
bearing loss. Specific diagnosis and treatment 
of hearing abnormalities likewise are beyond 
the scope of regulatory concern. Audiometry, 
Indispensable for clinical, heartng conserva¬ 
tion. or reHearch applications, la an unneces¬ 
sarily sensitive and expensive screening pro¬ 
cedure for civil airmen. It la unlikely that 
the greatly increased number of medical 
flight tests generated by use of a screening 
audiogram would result In the Identification 
of significant numbers of airmen who should 
be refused certification. 

Also with reference to A-77-7, FAA 
reports that a project Is underway at 
the Civil Aeromedlcal Institute for devel¬ 
oping a simple screening device to test 
intelligible speech reception. Pending 
successful completion of this project, 
FAA takes the position that the whis¬ 
pered voice test should be retained. 

Recommendation A-77-8 asked FAA 
to require that all medical certificates 
be annotated appropriately when that 
certificate is governed by a Statement of 
Demonstrated Ability (SODA). PAA 
notea that SODA's (FAA Form 8509-15) 
are ordinarily issued only to airmen with 
static medical defects. "They are de¬ 
signed primarily to provide an airman 
with proof that his or her medical con¬ 
dition has been recognized and evalu¬ 
ated by the agency and that even though 
specific Part 87 medical standards arc 
not met, eligibility for a medical certifi¬ 
cate has been previously established." 
FAA said. 

FAA notes that SODA’s are most help¬ 
ful to the examining AME’s in determin¬ 
ing whether a certificate may be Issued 
to an applicant with an observable 
defect. The nature of most conditions 
that result in Issuances of SODA's Is such 
that their presence will be obvious to an 
AME even if the applicant falls to note 
the fact or present has FAA Form 8500- 
15. according to FAA. FAA states. 
"Rather than having a flight safety im¬ 
pact. the SODA Is intended to prevent 
delays in issuance of medical certificates 
to airmen due to conditions previously 
evaluated and cleared by the FAA. AME's 
are instructed to withhold or deny cer¬ 
tification in the presence of significant 
medical deficiencies unless the applicant 
can produce a SODA or other satisfac¬ 
tory evidence of clearance." 

In view of this. FAA feels that anno¬ 
tating the medical certificates as sug¬ 
gested is unnecessary. FAA states: 

However. we will prepare an article for 
publication in a future issue of the Federal 
Air Surgeon’! Bulletin emphasizing the need 
for examiners to adhere to instructions con¬ 
tained lu the Guide Jar Aviation A fed tee l 
frammerj concerning SODA'*. \ Examiners 
are instructed to review the application* for 
completeness. If the applicant indicate* that 
he or ahe has been Issued a SODA, the AMR 
Is asked to renew It to determine whether 
there ha* been an adverse change In the 
specified condition, whether there t* some 
other disqualifying condition or history, and 
whether the SODA covers the claaa of cer¬ 
tificate for which the airman la applying.) 

Aviation: A-76-29 and A-76-J8.—The 
Federal Aviation Administration Initially 
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responded to these recommendations last 
June 7 <41 FR 26079, June 24, 1976). The 
recommendations were issued after 
Board review of several fatal general 
aviation accidents which occurred In In* 
.strument flight rules conditions during 
the period 1969 to 1973; these accidents 
involved Instrument-rated pilots of small 
airplanes. In Its first response FAA Indi¬ 
cated that a study was being undertaken 
to analyze a number of accident reports 
to see whether a separate source of en¬ 
ergy for the rate-of-tum indicator from 
that used to power the bank and pitch 
indicator would have prevented acci¬ 
dents. 

In FAA*8 letter of May 2 regarding 
these recommendations, the agency re¬ 
ports that the study has been completed. 
FAA reports that the number of single¬ 
power source configured aircraft in serv¬ 
ice was considered, and the potential 
overall safety benefit versus the economic 
impact of a requirement for retrofit was 
weighed. FAA states that the study "did 
not provide Justification for regulatory 
action at this time, as had been recom¬ 
mended by the Board in A-76-29. The 
PAA believes that issuance of an advisory 
circular on this subject is the proper 
course of action In this Instance.” 

Recommendation A-76-30 called for 
Issuance of an advisory circular to inform 
pilots of <1) procedures they should use 
to determine the operability of gyroscopic 
instruments, <2) the importance of In¬ 
strument crosschecks during IFR flight, 
and (3) the Importance of staying pro¬ 
ficient in partial-panel emergency oper¬ 
ation. FAA reports that Advisory Cir¬ 
cular 9-46 ’’Gyroscopic Instruments— 
Good Operating Practices” was issued 
February 4,1977. 

Highjvay: H-76-17 and H-76-18 .— 
Letter of May 10 from the 8tate Depart¬ 
ment of Highways and Public Transpor¬ 
tation. Austin. Texas, concerns recom¬ 
mendations issued following Investiga¬ 
tion of the April 29. 1975, Burtigas. S.A., 
tractor-tank-semitrailer accident near 
Eagle Pass. Texas. Referring to corre¬ 
spondence of last November with refer¬ 
ence to these recommendations <41 FR 
55002, December 10. 1976), the Depart¬ 
ment reports that it has completed the 
maintenance project on U.8. 277 north 
of Eagle Pass, and has made additional 
speed zone surveys. 

The Department further reports that 
NO PARKING signs have been erected 
along the shoulders of U.8. 277 and that 
the restudy of the speed zoning has re¬ 
sulted in a reduction in posted speed 
limits from 55 mph to 45 mph from the 
East City Limit of Eagle Pass to U.8. 57. 
The Department believes that these 
changes should reduce the possibility of 
this type of accident occurring again. 
However, the Department will continue 
to monitor this section of roadway to see 
if additional steps need to be taken to 
increase the safety along this section of 
highway. 

Railroad: R-77-1 and R-77-2 .—Letter 
of May 2 from the Federal Railroad Ad¬ 
ministration acknowledges the 8afety 
Boards letter of April 6 <42 PR 20693, 


April 21, 1977) advising of the revision to 
recommendation R-77-2 to eliminate 
reference to P-30-CH locomotive units. 
The recommendations were issued follow¬ 
ing investigation of the derailment of 
an Am track train last January 16 near 
Birmingham. Alabama. FRA refers to its 
initial response dated February 3. <42 
FR 8446, February 10, 1977) which in¬ 
dicated that only the speeds of passenger 
trains with SDP-40 F locomotives were 
restricted. FRA believes that its February 
3 response is still current and applicable 
to revised Rr-77-2. 

Safety Board Comments on Medical 
Standards for Drivers 

In commenting on Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making Docket No. MC-76. Notice 
77-3 <42 FR 16452. March 28. 1977), the 
Safety Board commended the Bureau 
of Motor Carrier Safety. U.8. Depart¬ 
ment of Transportation, for its compre¬ 
hensive review of medical standards for 
insulin-dependent diabetic drivers. 

Referenced in the Board's May 10 
letter to BMC8 is report No. NTSB-HAR- 
74—5 concerning the Greyhound bus col¬ 
lision with a concrete overpass support 
column on 1-880 at San Juan Overpass. 
Sacramento. California, on November 3. 
1973. After Investigating that accidcut 
the Board recommended stricter medical 
standards for drivers and development 
of regulations that specify the necessary 
qualifications of the examining physi¬ 
cian. < Recommendation H-74-36) 

Since there Is no backup system on a 
bus to take over when a driver become* 
incapacitated, the Board said that pas¬ 
senger safety requires that the driver's 
ability not be impaired by an identifiable 
medical condition. Also, the weight and 
size of buses and trucks makes them a 
substantial threat to others on or near 
the road if vehicle control is lost. In 
populated areas the release of hazardous 
materials cargoes in an accident can 
increase substantially the number of 
persons that are affected by the accident. 

The Board believes tliat medical 
standards should not be changed to per¬ 
mit insulin-dependent diabetics to oper¬ 
ate commercial motor vehicles in inter¬ 
state or foreign commerce. 

Not*. —The above summarises Safely 
Board document* made available, and safety 
recommendation response* received, during 
the week preceding publication of this notice 
in the Federal Rrcxtrrot. The railroad acci¬ 
dent report and the helicopter safety recom¬ 
mendation letter In their entirety are avail¬ 
able to the general public; single copies are 
obtainable without charge. Coplea of the full 
text of response* to recommendation* and 
any Board correspondence may be obtained 
at a cost of M OO for service and 10# per 
page for reproduction. Ail request* must be 
in writing. Identified by the recommendation 
number and date of publication of this notice 
In the Pw>nuu, lUci/mr* Addreas inquiries 
to: PubUc Inquiries Section. National Trans¬ 
portation Safety Board. Washington, D.C. 
20594 

Multiple copies of the railroad accident 
report may be purchased by mail from the 
National Technical Information Service. UA 
Department of Commerce. Springfield. Vir¬ 
ginia 22161. 


<8 ect 304(a) (2) and 307 of the Indeprndftn I 
0afrrv Board An of 1074 (Pub. L. 93 6$) ml 
sun 2160. 2172 <49 U.8.C. 1903. 1906 y , , ’ j 

Margaret L. PlSHER, 
Federal Register 
Liaison Officer 

May 23. 1977. 

|FR Doe. 77-16037 Plied 5-26-77. 8 ib an} I 

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE OF REPORTS 
List of Requests 

The following is a list of requests for 
clearance of reports Intended for use in 
collecting information from the public 
received by the Office of Management 
and Budget on May 18, 1977 <44 U.8.C 
3509). The purpose of publishing thu 
list in the Federal Register is to inform 
the public. 

The list Includes the title of each re¬ 
quest received; the name of the ogencj 
sponsoring the proposed collection of in- | 
formation; the agency form numbers. 
If applicable; the frequency with which 
the information is proposed to be col¬ 
lected; the name of the reviewer or re¬ 
viewing division within OMB, and an in¬ 
dication of who will be the respondent* 
to the proposed collection. 

Requests for extension which appear 
to raise no significant Issues are to be Ap¬ 
proved after brief notice through ihk 
release. 

Further information about the item* 
on this dally list may be obtained from 
the Clearance Office, Office of Manage¬ 
ment and Budget, Washington DC. 
20503 <202-395-45291. or from the re¬ 
viewer listed. 

New Forms 

UNITED STATES INTEJINATX«j*. aL ISAni 
COMMISSION 

Importers' Questionnaire (malic* b> c*i»t- 
lron pipe and tube fittings), single time 
importer* of malleable cast-iron pipe 
tube fitting*. Evlnger. 8. K. 896^710 

DEPARTMENT OF AORlCOf.TTTAI 

Animal and Plant Health Inspection Servlet. 
Epidemiologic Investigation of Brucellos* 
Reactor Herd V8 4-108 through 4-106C, <*> 
occasion, all farms with brucella: reader 
animal* Warren Topellu*. 895-66 
DEPARTMENT OP COMMERCE 
Economic Development AdmlnUtru von. Lo¬ 
cal Public Works Application Suppicmrak 
ED-101LPW-8, on occasion, Govern®*®* 
agencies. National Security Divider). Eco¬ 
nomics and General Government Dlvl*W«. 
396-4734. 

Bureau of Census, Annual Survey Of Madu* 
facturee—Unfilled Order*— 8hlP" l<:iW Sop " 
piement, MA 300, MA-300S. annually. m*o- 
ufacturing companies. C. Louis Kuv aiujoR- 
395-3211. 

DEPARTMENT OP ItKAl.TH. EDUCATION 
WELFARE 

Public Health Service, Survey of H<*P**J 
Staff, single time, administrator* ^ 
stay hospitals, Richard Elulnger, 395 « 
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department or commerce 


cznirai- smvicca administration 

Wjstrr Order Surplus Personal Properly. 
123, or* occasion. State Agencies, Warren 
Tope lias. 325 587*. 

DKMinntfT or euucuLmt 

AniflNl end Plant Health Inspection Service, 
Declaration of Importation (animate, ani- 
nul semen, poultry and rgp for hatching). 
VS 17-30. on occasion, importers. Warren 

Topelius. 395-5872. 

ecr axt vncT or itealtw, education awo 

WELFARE 


p>od and Drug Administration. Image Recep¬ 
tee Module, PD 3578A. single time. X-Ray 
equipment operators. Elicit. C. A.. 395-6867, 

Extensions 

QfTARTMITNT OF HEALTH. OV CATION AND 

WILTAll 

Meodol Drug Abuse and Mental Health Ad- 
niuUtxAtlon, Alcoholic Treatment Center 
Questionnaire. NIMH10O9, on occasion, 
frame**, Richard Etelnger. 395-6140. 

BETAITMENT or TH* tNTBUOl 

Bortau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife. 
SuKlhlll Crane Harvest Questionnaire. 3- 
130 , annually. hunter* of sandhill cranes, 
Marta Gonzalez, 295-6132. 

Phillip D. Larsen. 

Budget and Management Officer . 

(TH Doc.77 -15166 Filed 5 25-77.8:45 am] 


CLEARANCE OF REPORTS 


List of Requests 


Die following is a list of requests for 
Cfetraoce of reports Intended for use In 
eoQecting Information from the public 
received by the Office of Management 
tad Budget on May 23. 1977 (44 UJS.C. 
8 W>. The purpose of publishing this list 
In the Fkdejlal Register is to inform the 
public. 

The list includes the title of each re- 
Tuest received: the name of the agency 
Wworlng the proposed collection of in- 
tonnatton; the agency form numberfs), 
ff Applicable; the frequency with which 
the information is proposed to be col- 
*«fed: the name of the reviewer or re- 
hewing division within OMfi, and an 
WctUon of who will be the respond- 
Gta to the proposed collection. 

Bequests for extension which appear 
to raise no significant issues are to be 
Woved after brief notice thru this re¬ 
scue. 


hirther information about the Items 
cq this daily list may be obtained from 
** Clearance Office. Office of Man age- 
and Budget. Washington. D.C. 
» 202-395-4529) • or from the rc- 
r listed. 


New Forms 

MEDIATION AND CONCILIATION SERVICE 

Ai 2^* 0ra report and fee statement, 
on occasion, labor Arbitrator*. 
WtrT * n I'DpeUua. 396-6872. 

“WUTMIXT or AGRICULTURE 

Nutrition 8cnrice, Admlntetratlve 
Report— Child Cere Food Program. 
FNB 345-1. on occasion. LnsUtu- 
rT r* ^Uclpatlng in child care food pro- 
Human resource* division. Warren 
”**!*». 395 2532. 


Bureau of Census. 1978 Census of Agricul¬ 
ture. A1(A)-T2, single time, national sam¬ 
ple from l»T4 cenau* of agriculture. Gay¬ 
lord Worden. 395-4720 

DEPARTMENT OP HEALTH, EDUCATION AND 

WILTAll 

Center far Disease Control. Pulmonary Func¬ 
tion Standards Study, single time, blue 
collar workers In North Carolina. Richard 
Etelnger. Ellett. C. A. 395-6140 

Alcohol, Drug Abuse and Mental Health Ad¬ 
ministration, Employment Specialist 
Study, single time. patient* and ataJT In 
treatment programs, Strasser. A.. Richard 
Etelnger. 395-5667. 

Center for Disease Control, Health Effects of 
Sulfur Oxides and Sulfuric Adda. Nitrogen 
Oxides and Nitric Adds, single time, indus¬ 
trial workers, Ellett, C. A, 395-5867. 

Alcohol. Drug Abuse and Mental Health Ad¬ 
ministration, National Drug Abuse Treat¬ 
ment Utilisation Survey (NDATUS) Vali¬ 
dation. single tttno, drug abuse treatment 
units. Richard Etoelnger. 398 6140 

Center for Disease Control: 

Survey of National Attitudes Toward 
Immu n i sa tio n , single time, individuate 
over 18 In US. population, Richard 
Etelnger. 395-6140. 

Immunogene tics of Beryllium Disease In 
Humana, single Ume. beryllium workers 
and sarcoidosis patients. Richard 
Etelnger. 395-6140. 

Medical Health Surveillance of Grain Han¬ 
dlers, single time. Grain Handlers. 
Richard Etelnger, Knott. C A.. 395-6140 

DEPARTMENT OT LABOR 

Employment and training Administration: 
Rearranged Work Schedules Study. MI¬ 
NI. single time, employees of rearranged 
work weeks. Strssser, A., 395-5667. 
Survey of Employment. Unemployment, 
and underemployment In the Perform¬ 
ing Arts, ETA-5, single Ume. random 
sampling from ft unions covering per¬ 
forming arts, Simmer. A . 395-5667 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Reclamation. Project Survey Ques¬ 
tionnaire, single time, construction work¬ 
ers on water projects In Western U5., 
natural resource* division. Raynsford. R . 
395-6827. 

DEPARTMENT OT Till TREASURY 

Departmental and Other United States Coin¬ 
age Requirements, Survey of State Depart¬ 
ments of Revenue, single time. State de¬ 
partment* of revenue. Warren Topelius. 
395-5672. 

Revision* 

veterans administration 

Application far Veterans Group Life Insur¬ 
ance (veteran separated more than 120 
days). 29-6714-2, on occasion, veterans 
separated on or after August 1. 1974. Cay- 
wood, D. P. 396-3443. 


Extensions 

DEPARTMENT OP HEALTH, EDUCATION A NO 
WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration, New Drug 
Application (by manufacturers. Including 
research, testing, manufacturing, descrip¬ 
tive data and samples), FD-356H, on oc¬ 
casion. drug manufacturers, Warren 
Topelius, 395-6672 

DEPARTMENT OP HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

Housing Management. Highlights of Loan 
Provisions and Project Reporting Require¬ 
ments. HUD 5610, 5511. 5512, 6513, and 


5514, annually, owners of senior citizens 
housing projects, housing, veterans and la¬ 
bor division. 395-3532. 

Policy Development and Research: 

Housing Authority Staff Survey Instru¬ 
ment, PH 4. annually, employees of PHA's 
central office. Larry Haber. 395-6632. 
Project Manager Survey Instrument. PH 3. 
annually, project managers of PHA hous¬ 
ing projects. Larry Haber, 395-5631. 
Board of Commissioners Survey Instru¬ 
ment. m e, annually. Chairman. Board 
of Commissioners of PHA. Larry Haber. 
395 5631. 

Household Survey Instrument. PH 1. an¬ 
nually, residents of PHA housing proj¬ 
ects. Larry Haber, 296-5631. 

Revisions 

DEPARTMENT OP AGRICULTURE 

Statistical Reporting Service. Filbert Objec¬ 
tive Yield—Oregon, annually, filbert grow¬ 
ers, Gaylord Worden. 395-4730. 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Employment and Training Administration. 
Extended Benefit Data, MA 5-39. weekly. 
State ES agencies, Warren Topelius. 395- 
5672 

Extensions 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Pood and Nutrition Service: 

Monthly Distribution of Donated Com¬ 
modities to Special Groups, FNS-153. 
monthly, counties, cities and Indian rw»- 
efvatlonR, Oaylord Worden. 395-4736. 

Report of Coupon Issuance for Disaster Re¬ 
lief (food stamp program). FN8-393, on 
occasion. Lowry. R. L. 295-3772. 

department or health, education, and 

WELFARE 


Food and Drug Administration: 

Statement of Investigator (clinical pharma¬ 
cology). FD-1572. on occasion, clinical 
investigators. Warren Topelius, 295-6872. 

Statement of Investigator. FD-1&72, on oc¬ 
casion. clinical investigators. Warren 
Topelius. 396 5873. 

Extensions 

DCP AIT Alt NT OT HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

Pulley Development and Research: 

Project Staff Survey Instrument. PH 2. an¬ 
nually, employees of tho PHA's housing 
projects, Larry Haber. 395-5631. 

Executive Director Survey Instrument. PH- 
6, annually, executive director of public 
housing agency. Larry Haber. 395 5631. 

DEPARTMENT OP THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Mines: 

Gallium, 6-1551-A. annually, gallium con¬ 
sumers. Warren Topelius. 395-6873. 

Consumption. Receipts, and Stocks of 
Specified Orades of Asbestos. 6-121 I-A, 
annually, consumers of asbestos, War¬ 
ren Topellua, 395-6872. 

Producing or Developing Mining Property 
(Operators Previously Unknown), 6- 
1175-X. on occasion, new mines or those 
which have recently become active, War¬ 
ren TOpelius. 395 6872. 

Phosphate Rock Survey (Production. Dis¬ 
position and Stocks), 6-1250 S. semi¬ 
annually, producers of phosphate rock, 
Warren Topelius. 306-5872. 

Barite (Disposition and Receipts). 6-1227 
A. annually, producers of barite. Warren 
Topelius, 396-6872. 

Sulfur—Supplier* Report of Production. 
Receipts. Consumption. Shipments, and 
Stocks. 6- 1238-M. monthly, producer* 
of elemental sulfur, Warren Topelius, 

395-6872. 
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Slate. € 2282-A annually, producer* of 
•late. Warren Topellue. 305-6672. 

Exfoliated Vermlcullte (Production and 
DlspaaUlon), 0-1206-A, annually, pro¬ 
ducer* of exfoliated rermlcullte, Warren 
TopellUA, 305 5672. 

CYude Mica (Production), <11289 A, an¬ 
nually . producer* of crude mica. Warren 
Topeilu*. 306-5872 

Crude Artificial Abrasive* (Production and 
Stock a). 6-1200A. annually, producer* 
of crude artificial abroalvea. Warren 
Topcllu*. 305 5872. 

Stone Only (Quarters Report). 6-1220-A. 
annually, producer* of done, Warren 
Topellu*. 305 5872. 


Phillip D. Larsen. 
Budget and Management Officer . 
|PR Doc.77-16187 Piled 5-26-77:8:45 am) 


RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD 

RAILROAD RETIREMENT SUPPLEMENTAL 
ANNUITY PROGRAM 

Determination of Quarterly Rate of Excise 
Tax 

In accordance with directions in Sec¬ 
tion 3221(c) of the Railroad Retirement 
Tax Act (26 U.8.C. 3221 <c) ), the Railroad 
Retirement Board ha* determined that 
the excise tax Imposed by such 8ectlon 
3221(c) on every employer, with respect 
to having individuals In his employ, for 
each man-hour for which compensation 
is paid by such employer for services 
rendered to him during the quarter be¬ 
ginning July X, 1977. shall be at the rate 
of twelve and one-half cents. 

In accordance with directions in Sec¬ 
tion 15(a) of the Railroad Retirement 
Act of 1974. the Railroad Retirement 
Board has determined that for the quar¬ 
ter beginning July 1, 1977, 14.1 percent 
of the taxes collected under Sections 3211 
(b) and 3221(c) of the Railroad Retire¬ 
ment Tax Act shall be credited to the 
Railroad Retirement Account and 85.9 
percent of the taxes collected under such 
Sections 3211(b) and 3221(c) plus one 
hundred percent of the taxes collected 
under Section 3221(d) of the Railroad 
Retirement Tax Act shall be credited to 
the Railroad Retirement Supplemental 
Account. 

By Authority of the Board 

Dated: May 18.1977. 


R. P. Butler, 
Secretary of the Board 
|PR Doc 77 14888 Piled 5 25 77;8:46 am| 


SMALL BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

| Declaration of Disaster Loan Area 81336) 

• IOWA 

Declaration of Disaster Loan Area 
The counties of Lee and Webster and 
adjacent counties within the State of 
Iowa, constitute a disaster area because 
of physical damage caused by high 
winds, torrential rains, hail, tornadoes 
and flash flooding which occurred on 
May 4-5, 1977. Eligible persons. Arms 
and organisations may Ale application* 
for loans for physical damage until the 


close of business on July 18. 1977, and 
for economic injury until the close of 
business on February 20. 1978. at: 

8mall Business Administration. District Of¬ 
fice. 210 Walnut Street. Do* Molnee. Iowa 
50308. 

or other locally announced locations. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No*. 69002 and 59008) 

Dated: May 19. 1977. 

Richard Hern an del 
Acting Administrator. 

I PR Doc 77-14895 Piled 5-25-77:8:46 am) 


(DeclaraMo! of Disaster Loan Area 
No. 1330) 

LOUISIANA 

Declaration of Disaster Loan Area 

A* a result of the President's declara¬ 
tion, I And that the following Parishes 
of: Ascension. East Baton Rouge. East 
Feliciana. Lafayette, Livingston. St. Lan¬ 
dry, St. Martin, and Tangipahoa and ad¬ 
jacent Parishes within the State of Lou¬ 
isiana, constitute a disaster area because 
of damage resulting from severe storm* 
and flooding beginning about April 20. 
1977. Eligible persons. Arms and organi¬ 
sations may Ale applications for loan* 
for physical damage until the close of 
business on July 1, 1977, and for eco¬ 
nomic injury until the close of business 
on February 2.1978. at: 

Small Bus taco* Administration. District Of¬ 
fice, Plaza Tower, 17th Floor, 1001 Howard 
Avenue, New Orleans, Louisiana 7011$. 

or other locally announced locations. 

(Catalog of Federal Dotneatic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram Nor, 59002 and 58008) 

Dated: May 7.1977. 

A. Vernon Weave*, 
Administrator. 

|Fit Doc.77-14999 Filed 5-28-77;8 45 ami 


(Declaration of Disaster Loan Area No 1334) 

MAINE 

Declaration of Disaster Loan Area 

Oxford County and adjacent counties 
within the State of Maine, constitute a 
disaster area as a recult of damage 
caused by heavy rains and flooding 
which occurred on March 14-15,1977. 

Eligible person*. Arms and organiza¬ 
tions may Ale applications for loans lor 
physical damage until the close of busi¬ 
ness on July 15, 1977. and for economic 
Injury untU the close of business on Feb¬ 
ruary 16,1978, at: 

Small Bun Inca* Administration. District Of¬ 
fice, 40 Western Avenue, August*. Maine 
04330. 

or other locally announced locations 

(Catalog of Federal Dome* tie Assistance 
Program No* 69002 and 68008) 

Dated: May 16. 1977. 

Richard Hernandez, 
Acting Administrator . 

IFR Doc 77 14997 Filed 6 25-77;8:45 am) 


)Declaration of Disaster Loan Area No out 

MISSOURI 


Declaration of Disaster Loan Area 


The Central Business District in tbe 
1400 block of Main Street, City of Beth- 
any. Harrison County. Missouri, consti¬ 
tutes a disaster area because of dama* 
resulting from a Arc which occur mi c* 
February 23,1977. 

Eligible persons. Arms and orRanua.i 
tion* may Ale applications for lonni Tor I 
physical damage until the eta* of busi¬ 
ness on July 15, 1977, and for economic 
Injury until the close of business on Ftt- 
ruary 16.1978 at: 


Small Business Administration. Di*trirt Of- . 
five. 12 Orand Bldg. 5th Floor 1150 OnuA I 
Avenue, Kan*** City. Mtaocmri 04100 


or other locally announced locations 

(Catalog of Federal Domeeil. 4. M-un,. | 
Program Noe. 58002 and 58008) 

Dated: May' 16. 1977. 


Roger H. Jones. 
Acting Administrator 


(FR Doc.77 14996 PUed 5-25-77:8 43*1*) 


f Declaration of Disaster Loan Area No 133 
MISSOURI 


Declaration of Disaster Loan Area 


or other locally announced locations 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic AseiMonct Pro¬ 
gram Noe. 59002 and 59008) 

Dated: May 19,1977. 

Richard Heenandet 
Acting Administrator 

f FR Doc.77-11999 Filed 6-25-77 8 46 


| Declaration of Di*oeter Loon Area So 13331 


TENNESSEE 
Declaration of Disaster Loan Area 


I tur 
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I or 

i 
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As a result of the President's declara¬ 
tion. I And that the following counties of | 
Ca88. Clay, Jackson. Lafayette Pet&. ' 
and adjacent counties within the State 
of Missouri, constitute a disaster area 
because of damage resulting from seme 
storms, tornadoes and flooding beginning I 
about May 4.1977 

Eligible persons. Arms and organiza* 1 
tion* may Ale applications for loans for 
physical damage until the close of bu*i- 
neas on July 7, 1977. and for economic 
Injury until the close of business on 
February 7, 1978, at: 

Small Biuilnea* Administration, District Of- 
floe, 12 Orand Building. 5th floor. 1150 i 
Orand Avenue. Kanmt« City. Miwwir. 

64106. 


| fcr 
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As a result of the President s declsrs- 
ion. of April 29. 1977. and Federal D»- 
ister Assistance Administration s dev¬ 
iation of Anderson. Campbell, 
iancock, Roane and Scott 
ilthin the 8tttte of Tennessee, I And umu 
heae counties constitute a dtoster are* 
xxau.no of damage resulting from 54 ’ 
torms and flooding beginning ^ 
tpril 4. 1977. The Small Busina 
nInLstrAtlon will accept application* 
ll&Aster relief loans from disaster 
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within the above-named counties, 
gad adjacent counties within the State 

el Tennessee. 

Eligible persons, firms and organiza¬ 
tion may file applications for loans for 
lexical damage until the close of busl- 
r *ss on July l v 1977. and for economic, 
injury until the close of business on 
Jjiwftry 30, 1978, at: 

5 * 0*11 Business Administration, Disaster Of¬ 
fice, Pwkerway Towers. Room 1012, 404 
Jsme* Robertson Parkway, Nashville. Ton- 

ww*fc £7219. 

Sosli Business Administration. Branch Of¬ 
fice. Fidelity Bankers Bldg.. Room 307. 502 
South Guy Street, Knoxville, Tennessee 

J790C? 

oroiner locally announced locations. 

(CtUtoff or Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
per* Non S9002 and 5900B) 

Dated May 18. 1977. 

Roger H. Jones 
Acting Administrator. 

|FR Doc 77-1 5000 Piled 5-25-77:8:45 am) 


[Declaration of Disaster Loan Area No 1328) 
TEXAS 

Declaration of Disaster Loan Area 

Ward County, and adjacent counties 
vtthin the State of Texas, constitute a 
disaster area because of physical damage 
resulting from tornadoes which occurred 
an April 19.1977. 

Eligible persons, firms and organ iza- 
tani may file applications for loans for 
physical damage until the close of busi- 
nea on July 11, 1977. and for economic 
injury until the close of business on 
ftbmary 13.1978 at: 

tetll Business AdmlnUtruUon. District Of- 
712 Federal Office Building and US. 
OoarUiouHe. 1205 Texas Avenue, Lubbock. 
T«x*ft 79401. 

or other locally announced locations. 

iCfeUlag of Federal Domestic Assist sne* Pro- 
PWft So, 50002 and 59006) 

Dated: May 12. 1977. 

A. Vernon Weaver. 

Administrator. 

(PR Doc 77-15001 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 am) 


(Declaration of Disaster Loan Area No. 1300) 

TEXAS 

Declaration of Disaster Loan Area 
The county of Tarrant and adjacent 

wmues. vlthln the sute Qf Xexas 

jZ r* a disaster area because of physical 
caused by turbulent weather 
«DfliUoits that brought tornadoes and 
from March 28 through March 
'Jf"* Eb«lble persons, firms and or- 
^~7 ions file applications for 

for physical damage until the close 
■ousiness on June 10, 1977. and for 
J^tnic injury until the close of bust- 
on January 21. 1978 at: 

^ ®^lnesa Administration. District Of- 
^HOO Commerce Street. Dallas. Texas 

D ^her locally announced locations. 
Dated: April 11, 1977. 

A. Vernon Weaver, 
Administrator 

tP!l 000 "7-15049 Fllod 5-25-77:8:45 am) 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

Agency for International Development 

(Delegation of Authority No. 165-20] 

DIRECTOR. USAID/PARAGUAY 
Delegation of Authority 

Pursuant to the authority vested in me 
as Assistant Administrator. Bureau for 
Latin America, by the Foreign Assist¬ 
ance Act of 1961, as amended, and the 
delegations of authority issued there¬ 
under, I hereby delegate to the Director. 
USAID Paraguay*, authority to negotiate, 
execute and implement a contract of 
guaranty with the Banco Central del 
Paraguay for a productive credit guar¬ 
anty project la accordance with and sub¬ 
ject to the terms and conditions set forth 
in the project authorization dated __ 

The delegation of authority to negoti¬ 
ate and execute shall lapse 120 days from 
the date of execution of the project au¬ 
thorization. 

Dated: May 13. 1977. 

Donor M. Lion. 

Acting Assistant Administrator . 

Latin America Bureau. 

|PR Doc 77-14909 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 am) 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Coast Guard 

| COD 77-1021 

EQUIPMENT, CONSTRUCTION. AND 
MATERIALS 

Termination of Approval Notice 

1. Certain laws and regulations <46 
CFR Chapter I) require that various 
items of lifesaving, firefighting and mis¬ 
cellaneous equipment, construction, and 
materials used on board vessels subject 
to Coast Ouard Inspection, on certain 
motorboats and other recreational ves¬ 
sels, and ou the artificial islands and fix¬ 
ed structures on the outer Continental 
Shelf be of types approved by the Com¬ 
mandant. U.S. Coast Ouard The purpose 
of this document is to notify all inter¬ 
ested persons that certain approvals have 
been terminated as herein described dur¬ 
ing the period from September 3. 1976 to 
April 3, 1977 <Llst No. 5-77). These ac¬ 
tions were taken In accordance with the 
procedures set forth In 46 CFR 2.75-1 to 
2.75-50. 

2. The statutory authority for equip¬ 
ment, construction, and material ap¬ 
provals is generally set forth In sections 
367. 375. 390b, 416, 481, 489. 526p. and 
1333 of Title 46. United States Code, sec¬ 
tion 1333 of Title 43. United States Code, 
and section 198 of Title 50. United 8tates 
Code. The Secretary of Transportation 
has delegated authority to the Comman¬ 
dant. U.S. Coast Ouard with respect to 
these approvals t49 CFR 1.46(b)). The 
specifications prescribed by the Com¬ 
mandant, U.S. Coast Guard for certain 
types of equipment, construction, and 
materials are set forth in 46 CFR Parts 
160 to 164. 

3. Notwithstanding the termination of 
approval listed in this document, the 
equipment affected may be used as long 
as it remains in good and serviceable 
condition. 


Buoyant Cushions, Kapok, or Fibrous 
Glass 

The Herter’s Inc.. Waseca, Minnesota 
56093. Approval No. 160.048/206/0 ex¬ 
pired and was terminated effective 
March 3. 1977. 

Life Preservers, Unicellular Plastic 
Foam. Adult and Child tor Merchant 
Vessels 

The Crawford Manufacturing Com¬ 
pany. 3rd & Decatur Streets. Richmond. 
Virginia 23212. Approval Nos. 160.055/ 
68/0 and 160.055/69/0 expired and were 
terminated effective March 2. 1977. 

Marine Bouyant Device 

The Carlon Rubber Products Com¬ 
pany, l New Haven Avenue. Derby. Con¬ 
necticut 06418, Approval No. 160.064/12/0 
expired and was terminated effective 
March 7. 1977. 

The Tuffy Products, Inc.. 540 West 
Third Street. Bloomsburgh, Pennylvania 
17815, Approval Nos. 160.064/308/0 and 
160.604. 307/0 expired and were termi¬ 
nated effective March 23. 1977. 

The Sun Down Products, Inc., 99 Willie 
Street. Lowell. Massachusetts 01854. no 
longer manufactures certain marine 
buoyant devices and Approval Nos. 
160.064/858/0. 160.064/859/0 and 160. 
064 860/0 were therefore terminated ef¬ 
fective March 8. 1977. 

Fire Extinguishing Systems. Foam 
Type 

The National Foam System. Inc , Un¬ 
ion and Adams Street. West Chester, 
Pennsylvania 19380, Approval No. 
162.033 1/1 expired and was terminated 
effective September 3. 1976. 

Incombustible Materials for Merchant 
Vessels 

The Pittsburgh Coming Corporation. 
Three Gateway Center. Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania 15222, Approval No. 
164.009/104/0 expired and was termi¬ 
nated effective April 3. 1977. 

Dated: May 17.1977. 


H. G. Lyons, 

Captain , V.S. Coast Guard , Acf- 
ing Chief, Office of Merchant 
Marine Safety. 

I FR Doc.77-15083 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 ami 


Federal Aviation Administration 

RADIO TECHNICAL COMMISSION FOR 
AERONAUTICS (RTCA), SPECIAL COM 
MITTEE 129—FUTURE CIVIL AVIATION 
FREQUENCY SPECTRUM REQUIRE¬ 
MENTS 

Meeting 

Pursuant to section 10<a> (2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act <Pub. 
L. 92-463; 5 U.S.C. App. 1) notice is 
hereby given of a meeting of the RTCA 
Special Committee 129 on Future Civil 
Aviation Frequency Spectrum Require¬ 
ments to be held June 22-23, 1977. Con¬ 
ference Room 8210 Federal Communica¬ 
tions Commission. 2025 M Street NW., 
Washington. D.C., commencing at 9:30 
a.m. The Agenda for this meeting is as 
follows: <1> Chairmans Comments; <2> 
Approval of Minutes of Tenth Meeting 
held December 15-16, 1976; (3) Consld- 
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e ration of the Federal Communications 
Commission Fifth Notice of Inquiry. 
Docket 20271; (4) Consideration of In¬ 
puts from Committee Members; and (5) 
Preparation of Response to Fifth Notice 
of Inquiry. 

Attendance Is open to the interested 
public but limited to space available. 
With the approval of the Chairman, 
members of the public may present oral 
statements at the hearing. Persons wish¬ 
ing to attend and persons wishing to 
present oral statements should notify, 
not later than the day before the meet¬ 
ing. and information may be obtained 
from. RTCA Secretariat. 1717 H Street 
NW.. Washington. D.C. 20006 (202-296- 
0464). Any member of the public may 
present a written statement to the com¬ 
mittee at any time. 

Issued in Washington. D.C.. on May 
19. 1977. 

Karl F. Bxeiuch, 
Designated Officer . 

|FR Doc.77-14604 Filed 5-25-77:8:45 am) 


National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

(Docket No IP77-2; Notice 2( 

GENERAL MOTORS CORP. 

Petition for Exemption From Notice and 
Remedy for Inconsequential Nonconv 
ptiance 

This notice grants the petition by 
General Motors Corporation of Warren. 
Michigan (“GM,*'herein) to be exempted 
from the notification and remedy re¬ 
quirements of the National Traffic and 
Motor Vehicle Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 1381 
ct seq.) for an apparent noncomplfancc 
with 49 CFR 571.101. Motor Vehicle 
Safety Standard No. 101. Control Loca¬ 
tion. Identification, and Illumination. 

The noncompliance exists on 441 early 
model 1977 GMC Truck and Coach Gen¬ 
eral. and Chevrolet Bison heavy duty 
trucks. Standard No. 101 requires iden¬ 
tification of any heating and air-condi¬ 
tioning system control, but General Mo¬ 
tors inadvertently failed to identify the 
fan switch. Subsequent models carry the 
word “FAN*' and these vehicles comply 
with Standard No. 101. The company 
argued that the noncompliance is In¬ 
consequential as all heating/air-condl- 
tloning controls including the fan switch 
arc located in a single recessed area in 
the instrument panel. The operating po¬ 
sitions of the fan switch are identified 
as “hT and “lo". and in GM's view “make 
it obvious to any driver that this switch 
controls the speed of the fan" and "es¬ 
pecially • • • the skilled professional 
drivers of heavy duty commercial vehi¬ 
cles such and the General and Bison." 

No comments were received on the 
petition. 

The fan control modifies performance 
characteristics of the heating, air-con¬ 
ditioning. and defrost/defogging systems 
of the vehicles In which it is installed. 
As such. It Is a control that Is frequently 
used by the vehicle operator. GM has 
failed to identify the fan switch as such, 
nevertheless. Us location and the oper¬ 
ating positions of “hi" and *'lo" would 
Indicate the presence of a blower and 


that the switch is intended to operate It. 
The proximity of the fan control in the 
recessed area to other heating, air-con¬ 
ditioning, and defrost/defoggtng con¬ 
trols make It likely that the driver will 
understand its function at first sight. 

Accordingly, petitioner has met its 
burden of persuasion and it has been 
determined that the noncompliance Is 
inconsequential as It relates to motor 
vehicle safety. The petition by General 
Motors is hereby granted. 

(Sec. 102, Pub. L. 93-402. 88 SUt. 1470 (I* 
US.C. 1417); delegations of authority at 49 
CFR 1.50 and 40 CTO 5018.) 

Issued on May 18. 1977. 

RosrtT L. Carter. 

Associate Administrator. 

Motor Vehicle Programs. 

{FR Doc.77 14784 Filed 5-25 77:8:45 am) 


(Docket No. rP77 -6; Notice IJ 

MACK TRUCKS. INC. 

Petition for Exemption From Notice and 

Remedy for Inconsequential Noncompli¬ 
ance 

Mack. 'Trucks. Inc. of Allentown. Pa. 
(“Mack” herein) has petitioned to be 
exempted from the notification and rem¬ 
edy requirements of the National Traffic 
and Motor Vehicle Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 
1381 ctseq.) for an apparent noncompll- 
ance with 49 CFR 571.108 Motor Vehicle 
Safety Standard No. 108. Lamps. Reflec¬ 
tive Devices, and Associated Equipment, 
on the basis that it is inconsequential as 
it relates to motor vehicle safety. 

Standard No. 108 requires each motor 
vehicle to be equipped with an amber 
reflex reflector as far to the front of the 
vehicle os practicable. These reflectors 
must be mounted on the vehicles not less 
than 16 Inches or more than 60 inches 
above the rood surface. Mack has de¬ 
termined that the front reflex reflectors 
on approximately 260 DMM Model con¬ 
struction-type truck chassis, manufac¬ 
tured between December 1973 and Feb¬ 
ruary 1977, may exceed the 60-inch max¬ 
imum by up to 5 inches. The company 
states that construction type vehicles are 
normally used only in daylight hours 
and. when not in use. are parked on the 
owner’s premises. It argues that the non- 
compliance is tnconsequcntltai because 
of the limited number of vehicles in¬ 
volved. and the general limitations on 
their use. 

This notice of receipt of a petition is 
published under Section 157 of the Na¬ 
tional Traffic and Motor Vehicle Safety 
Act (15 U9.C. 1417) and 49 CFR Part 
556 and does not represent any agency 
decision or other exercise of Judgment 
concerning the merits of the petition. 
Interested persons ore invited to submit 
written data, views and arguments on 
the petition of Mack Trucks described 
above. Comments should refer to the 
docket number and be submitted to: 
Docket Section, National Highway Traf¬ 
fic Safety Administration. Room 5108. 
400 Seventh Street SW, Washington. 
D.C. 20590. It Is requested but not re¬ 
quired that five copies be submitted. 


All comments received before the close 
of business on the comment closing date 
Indicated below will be considered The 
application and supporting material* 
and all comments received after the dos¬ 
ing date will also be filed and will be 
considered to the extent possible. When 
the petition is granted or denied, notice 
will be published in the Federal Register 
pursuant to the authority indicated be¬ 
low. 

Comment closing date: July 11, 1677 

<8*c. 102. Pub. L. 93-492. 88 3tat 1470 (15 
U.B.C. 1417) delegation* of authority 49 
CFR 1.50 and 49 CFR 501.8) 

Issued on May 18.1977. 

Robert L. Cartu:. 

Associate Administrator, 
Motor Vehicle Programs, 

| PR Doc 77 14783 Filed 5-25-77.8:45 *m \ 


(Docket No. 77-04; Notice 21 

ELECTRIC AND HYBRID VEHICLES 

Meeting and Invitation for Applications for 
Financial Assistance 

The purpose of this notice is to an¬ 
nounce that the public meeting on the 
applicability of Federal motor vehicle 
safety standards to electric and hybrid 
vehicles, previously scheduled for July 
11. 1977 (42 FR 2863>, will instead be 
held on July 14. 1977. 

This change Is made due to the fact 
that the Fifth International Congress on 
Automotive Safety Is scheduled to con¬ 
vene on July 11. 1977. Not only Is the Ad¬ 
ministrator of the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration to deliver 
an address at the Safety Congress, but 
a number of the participants in the con¬ 
vention are individuals whose testimony 
at the electric and hybrid vehicle public 
meeting Is important. 

The three day delay In the date of the 
public meeting will enable the Adminis¬ 
trator to be present at both meetings 
and also permit the full participation in 
both safety forums of all interested 
persons. 

The deadline for written comments on 
the subject of the public meeting Is ako 
changed by this notice. All such com* 
ments must be submitted by July 15. 
1977. 


The meeting, as now scheduled, will be 
<UX on July 14. 1977. In Room 2230 oi 
le Nassif Building. 400 Seventh Street 
W., Washington, D.C. 20590. beginning 
; 9:30 ajn. The meeting will conttow 
1 July 15. 1977. If additional time is 
jeessary to hear all presentation* 
The principal author of this notice 
aren Dyson, Office of Chief Counsel. 

fee*. 103. 119. Pub. L. 86-563. 80 SUt^ 

6 0AC. 1302. 1407); mc. 18, Pub. L. 9*-%^ 
k iqao i is ira c. 2512): 


Issued on May 20.1977. 

Robert L. Carter. 
Associate Administraior. 
Motor Vehicle programs. 
|FR Doc 77 14002 Filed 5-20-77:4:02 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

(VoL No. 18) 

I PETITIONS, APPLICATIONS. FINANCE 
1 MATTERS (INCLUDING TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITIES). RAILROAD ABANDON- 
MENTS, ALTERNATE ROUTE DEVIA¬ 
TIONS. AND INTRASTATE APPLICA¬ 
TIONS 

I pnmoss tor Modification. Inxtrpreta- 
1 no?! or REixSTATEanorr or Operating 
Richie Authority 

May 20. 1077. 

The following petitions seek modiflca- 
■non or Interpretation of existing ope rat- 
I Big rights authority, or reinstatement of 
Itenninated operating rights authority 
An original and one copy of protests to 
I the granting of the requested authority 
I gust be filed with the Commission on or 
Iteforc June 27. 1977. Such protest shall 
I comply with Special Rule 247* d> of the 
IcoBuobsion’s General Rules of Practice 
] 19CFR 1100.247> and shall include a 
I cocki-c statement of protestant’s interest 
I a toe proceeding and copies of Us con- 
ilrting authorities. Verified statements 
I o opposition should not be tendered at 
I this time. A copy of the protest shall be 
I lerved concurrently upon petitioner's 
I representative, or petitioner If no repre- 
[ *tiuUve is named. 

No. MC 45544 (Sub-No. 1) <Notice of 
I CJing of petition to modify a certificate*. 
5kd May 2. 1977. Petitioner: SILVER 
LINE. INC., 171 Commerce Road. Carl- 
«tsdl N.J. 07072. Petitioner's represent- 
Iathre: Edward L. Nehez. P.O. Box 1409. 

I Pilrficld. N J. 07006. Petitioner holds mo- 
j toroowmon carrier Certificate in No. MC 
U544 <Sub-No. 1). issued March 4. 1947, 
wthorizinn transportation, as pertinent. 

irregular routes, of Wearing apparel 
oot including such articles which arc 
trinsported crated or on hangers). from 
[ rants in Lebanon and Monroe Counties. 
MV to New York. N.Y. By the Instant 
xtttton, petitioner seeks to delete the 
| **U1cUon in the authority above. 

, MC 56967 (Sub-No 4» * Notice of 
I Jhg a petition to modify territorial 
laicripuon*. filed April 28. 1977. Peti- 
OLENN - DOR PRODUCTS 
I fH? p Df awer J. South Fallsburg. N Y 
I u»79 Petitioner’s representative: Roy D. 
|Flaky, 345 South Warren Street, 8yra- 
IfttkN.y. 13202. Petitioner holds a mo- 
^common carrier Certificate in No. MC 
fJJJJ* ^Sub-No. 4), issued March 11. 1$77, 

I JMnorizmg transportation over irregular 
I ‘w 5 ’, 0 * Dairy products and agri- 
I ^V Ql * commo <Dtie4 t the transportation 
1 !Lr, ch otherwise exempt from eco- 
.. u '; ! ’ under Section M3<b) of 

Sa*^*** Commerce Act. in mixed 
S?™* 1 dair T Products, from Friend- 
^• N - Y ‘ to New York, N.Y.. and those 
; tat* in New Jersey In and north of 
^terdon. Somerset, and Middlesex 
I ' NJf.; and (2) paper articles , as 

I 4 a < K?*^. 0f S ^ cl<a Rule 247 (m amended) 

*"Vrvt■»(! *Allied by writing to the Secretary, 
laa Dc # 2oJS in * rCe Commi ** lon ’ Waihtng- 


desertbed In Appendix XI to the report 
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 290 and 291. from New 
York. N.Y.. and those points in New Jer¬ 
sey In and north of Hunterdon. Somerset, 
and Middlesex Counties, N.J.. to Friend¬ 
ship. N.Y. By the instant petition, peti¬ 
tioner seeks to include Monmouth 
County. N.J.. as an additional origin 
point in (2). 

No. MC 75579 (Notice of filing of peti¬ 
tion to modify a certificate). file April 29. 
1977. Petitioner: NATIONAL MOVERS 
CO.. INC., Route S-3. East Rutherford. 
N.J. 07073. Petitioner’s representative: 
Joseph A. Holl (same address as peti¬ 
tioner ». Petitioner holds a motor com¬ 
mon carrier Certificate in No. MC 75579. 
Issued December 17. 1956. authorizing 
transportation, as pertinent, over irreg¬ 
ular routes. Household goods as defined 
by the Commission, fl> Between points 
In Alabama. Connecticut, Delaware. 
Florida, Georgia. Illinois. Indiana, Ken¬ 
tucky. Maine. Maryland. Massachusetts, 
Michigan. Missouri. New Hampshire. New 
Jersey. New York. North Carolina, Ohio. 
Pennsylvania. Rhode Island. South Car¬ 
olina. Tennessee. Vermont. Virginia. West 
Virginia. WLsconsin. and the District of 
Columbia: (2) Between points in Mas¬ 
sachusetts. on the one hand. and. on 
the other, points in Delaware. Florida. 
Georgia. Illinois, Indiana. Iowa. Ken¬ 
tucky. Maryland. Michigan, Missouri, 
North Carolina, Ohio. South Carolina, 
Tennessee, Virginia, West Virginia, Wis¬ 
consin. and the District of Columbia: 
(3) Between Boston, Mass., and points in 
Massachusetts, within 65 miles of Boston, 
on the one hand. and. on the other, points 
in Alabama. Connecticut. Illinois. Maine. 
Maryland. New Hampshire. New Jersey. 
New York. Ohio. Pennsylvania, Rhode 
Inland, Tennessee. Vermont, and Vir¬ 
ginia: (4) Between points in the District 
of Columbia, on the one hand. and. on 
the other, points in Alabama. Connecti¬ 
cut. Delaware. Maine. Massachusetts, 
Maryland, New Hampshire. New* Jersey, 
New r York, North Carolina. Ohio. Penn¬ 
sylvania. Rhode Island. Vermont, Vir¬ 
ginia. and West Virginia: <5> Between 
Chatham. N.J.. and points within 25 miles 
of Chatham, on the one hand. and. on 
the other, points In Connecticut, Florida 
Illinois. Indiana. Maine. Maryland, Mas¬ 
sachusetts, Missouri, New Hampshire. 
New York. North Cnrolona, Ohio. Penn¬ 
sylvania. Rhode Island. Vermont. Vir¬ 
ginia. West Virginia, and the District of 
Columbia: tfl) Between points In New 
York. N.Y., Commercial Zone, as defined 
by the Commission, on the one hand, and 
on the other, points in Alabama. Dela¬ 
ware, Georgia, Mississippi, South Caro¬ 
lina. Tennessee, and Wisconsin; (7> Be¬ 
tween points in the New York. N.Y.. Com¬ 
mercial Zone, as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion. on the one hand. and. on the other 
points in Kentucky, and Michigan. 

By the Instant petition, petitioner 
seeks to modify the commodity descrip¬ 
tion so as to read: **Household goods . as 
defined by the Commission, and elec¬ 
tronic equipment, parts and supplies 
when related to transportation of un¬ 


usually fragile, delicate and valuable ar¬ 
ticle under Proviso 3 of 49 CFR 1056.1 
and return shipments thereof.” 

No. MC 133146 (Sub-No. 2 and 13> 
(Notice of filing a petition to modify a 
commodity description), filed April 25. 
1977. Petitioner: INTERNATIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION SERVICE. INC., 
Suite 1-M. 3300 Northeast Expressway. 
NJ5., Atlanta, Ga. 30341. Petitioner’s rep¬ 
resentative: J. Michael May, Suite 400, 
1447 Peachtree St.. NJ2., Atlanta. Ga. 
30309. Petitioner holds a motor contract 
carrier permit in No. MC 133146 (Sub- 
No. 2), issued April 8. 1971, authorizing 
transportation, over irregular routes, of 
Inedible tcaste foodstuffs <except waste 
meefs). and inedible meal, between 
points in Alabama. Arkansas. Colorado. 
Connecticut. Delaware. Georgia. Illinois. 
Indiana. Iowa, Kansas. Kentucky, Louisi¬ 
ana. Maine. Maryland, Massachusetts. 
Michigan. Minnesota. Mississippi. Mis¬ 
souri. Nebraska. New Hampshire. New 
Jersey. New York. North Carolina, North 
Dakota. Ohio. Oklahoma. Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island. South Carolina, South Da¬ 
kota. Tennessee. Texas. Vermont, Vir¬ 
ginia. West Virginia, Wisconsin, and the 
District of Columbia. Petitioner holds a 
motor contract earner permit in No. MC 
133146 (Sub-No. 13). issued December 17. 
1975. authorizing transportation, over ir¬ 
regular routes, of Inedible waste food¬ 
stuffs iexcept waste meats*, and inedible 
meal, between points in Florida and 
Georgia, Sub-No. 2 and 13. are under a 
continuing contract, or contracts, with 
International Bakeragc, Inc. By the In¬ 
stant petition, petitioner seeks to modify 
the commodity descriptions In (8ub-No. 
2 and 13) to read: <l> Surplus and waste 
foodstuffs (except mcats>, and bakery 
products for further processing or re¬ 
cycling. and (2) products produced or 
recycled from the commodities named in 
G) above. 

No. MC 134404 <Sub-No. 13) (Noticeof 
filing of petition to modify a permit), 
filed May 3. 1977. Petitioner: AMERI¬ 
CAN TRANS-FREIGHT. INC.. P.O. Box 
796, Manville, N.J. 08835. Petitioner’s 
representative: Eugene M. Malkin. Suite 
6193. 5 World Trade Center, New York. 
N.Y. Petitioner holds a motor contract 
carrier Permit in No MC 134404 (Sub- 
No. 13), issued March 4. 1975, authoriz¬ 
ing transportation as pertinent, over ir¬ 
regular routes, of Paper and paper prod¬ 
ucts, from Franklin and Richmond. Va.. 
to points in Massachusetts. Rhode In¬ 
land. Maine, Vermont. New Hampshire. 
Connecticut, New* York. New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware. Maryland, and 
the District of Columbia, under a con¬ 
tinuing contract, or contracts, with Un¬ 
ion Camp Corporation. By the instant 
petition, petitioner seeks to modify the 
commodity description by the addition 
of “pulpboard and particleboard". 

No. MC 139884 (Sub-No. 3) (Notice of 
filing of petition to add an additional 
contract shipper) filed March 29. 1977. 
Petitioner: KLIMA. INC., 10650 8.W. 
Wilsonville Rd,. Wilsonville. Oreg. 97070. 
Petitioner’s representative: Lawrence 
V. Smart. Jr.. 419 N W 23rd Avenue, 
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Portland. Orrg. 97210. Petitioner holds 
a motor contract carrier Permit In No. 
MC 139884 <Sub-No. 3) issued June 18, 
1976. authorizing transportation, as per¬ 
tinent, over irregular routes, of candy . 
from Skokie. HU Dos Moines. Iowa. 
Cambridge, Mass.. Newark. Njr„ and 
Bethlehem, Philadelphia, and Heading. 
Pa., to Portland. Oreg„ and Seattle 
Wash., under a continuing contract, or 
contracts, with Northwest Brokerage 
Co. By the instant petition, petitioner 
seeks to add Ludcn’a, Inc. as an addi¬ 
tional contract shipper to the above 
authority, 

REFUBLICATIONS OF GRANTS OF OPERATING 

Rights Authority Prior to Certifi¬ 
cation 

The following grants of operating 
rights authorities are republished by 
order of the Commission to indicate a 
broadened grant of authority over that 
previously noticed in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister. 

An original and one copy of a petition 
for leave to intervene in the proceeding 
must be filed with the Commission with¬ 
in 30 days after the date of this Federal 
Register notice. Such pleading shall 
comply with Special Rule 247(d) of the 
Commission's General Rules of Practice 
(49 CFR 1100.247) addressing specifi¬ 
cally Che issue(s) indicated as the pur¬ 
pose for republication, and including 
copies of intervener's conflicting author¬ 
ities and a concise statement of inter- 
venous interest in the proceeding set¬ 
ting forth in detail the precise manner 
In which it has been prejudiced by lack 
of notice of the authority granted. A 
copy of the pleading shall be served con¬ 
currently upon the carrier's representa¬ 
tive. or carrier if no representative is 
named. 

. No. MC 117503 (Sub-No. 10) (Repub- 
licatLon). filed March 30. 1976, published 
In the Federal Register issue of May 6 . 
1976. and republished this issue. Appli¬ 
cant: HATFIELD TRUCKING SERV¬ 
ICE. INC.. 1625 North C. Street, Sacra¬ 
mento. Calif, 95814. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Eldon M. Johnson. 650 

California 8treet. Suite 2808, San Fran¬ 
cisco, Calif. 94108. An Order of the Com¬ 
mission, Review Board Number 4. dated 
March 30. 1977. and served April 4. 1977. 
finds that the present and future public 
convenience and necessity require opera¬ 
tion by applicant. In Interstate or foreign 
commerce, as a common carrier by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes. In the trans¬ 
portation of general commodities (except 
those of unusual value, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission commodities in bulk, 
livestock, motor vehicles, and those which 
require the use of special equipment): 
<1) between Williams and Sacramento, 
Calif., over Interstate Highway 5. serving 
all Intermediate points; (2) between 
Marysville and Modesto. Calif., over Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 99. serving all interme¬ 
diate points; (3) between MarsyviUe and 
Roseville, Calif., over California High¬ 
way 65, serving all Intermediate points; 
(4) between Williams and Marysville, 
Calif., over California Highway 20. serv¬ 


ing all intermediate points; (5) between 
Sacramento and Placerville, Calif. over 
UA Highway 50, serving all intermediate 
points; 

(6) between San Francisco and Au¬ 
burn, Calif., over Interstate Highway 80. 
serving all intermediate points; (7) be¬ 
tween Pinole and 8tockton. Calif., over 
California Highway 4. serving all Inter¬ 
mediate points; <8> between San Fran¬ 
cisco and Stockton. Calif., serving all 
intermediate points, from San Francisco 
over Interstate Highway 580 to Junction 
Interstate Highway 205, thence over In¬ 
terstate Highway 205, to Junction Inter¬ 
state Highway 5, thence over Interstate 
Highway 5 to Stockton, and return over 
the same route; serving as off-route 
points in connection with routes "U>” 
through (8) above, (a) the Sierra Ord¬ 
nance Depot, at or near Hcrlong. Calif., 
(b) points In Alameda. Amador, Contra 
Co6ta, Marin. Sacramento, San Joaquin. 
San Mateo. Solano. Sutter, and Yolo 
Counties, Calif.. <c) the points of Biggs. 
Palermo. Bangor, and GridJey, in Butte 
County. Calif., and <d) those points in 
Santa Clara County. Calif,, on and north 
of California Highway 130, and Inter¬ 
state Highway 286. and those points in 
Yuba County. Calif., on and south of an 
unnumbered State Highway extending 
from Comp ton villc through Dobbins and 
extending to Bangor in Butte County as 
far os its Intersection with Yuba-Butte 
County boundary line; restricted in "(1>" 
through (8) above against the transpor¬ 
tation of traffic originating at and des¬ 
tined to points in Alameda, Contra Costa, 
Marin, San Francisco. San Mateo and 
Santa Clara Counties. Calif.; that appli¬ 
cant is fit. willing, and able properly to 
perform the service and to conform to 
the requirements of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act and the Commission's rules 
and regulations thereunder. The purpose 
of this republication is to indicate the 
modifications made in the exceptions to 
applicant's commodity description tn its 
grant of authority. 

Motor Carrier, Broker, Water Carrier 

and Freight Forwarder Operating 

Rights Applications 

Tho following applications are gov¬ 
erned by Special Rule 247 of the Com¬ 
mission *s General Rules of Practice (49 
CFR | 1100.247), These rules provide, 
among other things, that a protest to the 
granting of an application must be filed 
with the Commission within 30 days 
after the date of notice of filing of the 
application is published in the Federal 
Register. Failure to seasonably file a 
protest will be construed as a waiver of 
opposition and participation in the pro¬ 
ceeding. A protest under these rule* 
should comply with Section 247(d)(3) 
of the rules of practice which requires 
that it set forth specifically the grounds 
upon which it Is made, contain a detailed 
statement of protestant's interest In the 
proceeding (including a copy of the spe¬ 
cific portions of Its authority which pro- 
testant believes to be In conflict with 
that sought in the application, and de¬ 
scribing in detail the method—whether 
by Joinder, interline, or other means— 


by which protestant would use such au¬ 
thority to provide all or part of the serv¬ 
ice proposed ). and shall specify with 
particularity the facts, matters, and 
things relied upon, but shall not Include 
issues or allegations phrased generally. 
Protests not in reasonable compliance 
with the requirements of the rule* may 
be rejected The original and one copy 
of the protest shall be filed with the 
Commission, and a copy shall be served 
concurrently upon applicant's represen¬ 
tative, or applicant if no representative 
is named. If the protest Includes a re¬ 
quest for oral hearing, such requests 
shall meet the requirements of section 
247(d) (4) of the special rules, and shall 
Include the certification required 
therein. 

Section 247(f) further provides, tn 
part, that an applicant who does not in¬ 
tend timely to prosecute its application 
shall promptly request dismissal thereof, 
and that failure to prosecute an appli¬ 
cation under procedures ordered by the 
Commission will result in dismissal of 
the application. 

Further processing steps will be by 
Commission order which will be served 
on each party of record. Broadening 
amendments will not be accepted after 
the date of this publication except for 
good cause shown, and restrictive 
amendments will not be entertained fol¬ 
lowing publication in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister of a notice that the proceeding has 
been assigned for oral hearing 

Each applicant states that then* will 
be no significant effect on the quality of 
the human environment resulting from 
approval of its application. 


No. MC 1184 (Sub-No. 23). filed April 

22. 1977. Applicant: K It B MOUNTING. 
INC.. 21533 Mound Road. Warren, Mich 
48091. Applicant's representative: Eu¬ 
gene C. Ewald, 100 West Long Lake 
Road. Bloomfield Hills. Mich 48013. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier . by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting; New automobiles, 
new trucks and new chassis , in secondary 
movements, tn driveaway service, from 
railheads at South Bend, Ind.. to points 
in Indiana, restricted to traffic originat¬ 
ing at the piantsttc of Ford Motor Com¬ 
pany located at Lorain, Ohio. 


Not*.—II a bearing is deemed nrc*ai*i7. 
the Applicant request!* it be held a* eitatr 
Washington. D.C. or Detroit. Mich. 


No. MC 2202 (Sub-No. 533 >. 
March 24. 1977. Applicant: ROADWAY 
EXPRESS. INC.. 1077 Gorge Blvd-. PO. 
Box 471. Akron, Ohio 44309. Applicant* 
representative: William O. Turney, 710; 
Wisconsin Ave.. Suite 1010. Wash Inc ton. 
D.C. 20014. Authority sought to opera* 
qls a common carrier, by motor venipfc 
over irregular routes, transporting. 
General commodities , (except t* 102 * Jy 
unusual value. Classes A and B explo¬ 
sives. household goods as defined by toe 
Commission, commodities in bulk, w® 
commodities requiring special equip¬ 
ment) . between Meridian, Miss., on 
one hand, and. on the other. » 

Louisiana In the area bounded by a im® 
beginning at the Tcxas-Loulsiana stair 
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and drawn along Louisiana High* 
ny 12 to its Junction with U S. Highway 
190 located at or near Ragley, La., thence 
along u s. Highway 100 to its Junction 
with Louisiana Highway 30 located at or 
aear Baton Rouge. La., thence along 
I,oulstann Highway 30 to its Junction 
with Louisiana Highway 74 located at or 
mT si Gabriel. La., thence along 

LottisiAim Highway 74 to its Junction 
with Louisiana Highway 75 located at or 
near SL Gabriel. La., thence along 

Louisiana Highway 75 to Its Junction 
with Louisiana Highway 22 located at or 
near Darrow, La. 

thence along Louisiana Highway 22 
to its junction with Louisiana Highway 
44 located at or near Burnside. La., 
thence along Louisiana Highway 44 to 
Reserve, La . thence along the Mississippi 
River io New Orleans, thence along In¬ 
terstate Highway 10. to the Louis iana- 
MMvIppi State Line, and serving all 
points located on and south of the de- 
icribed boundary line except Baton 
Rouge, La., restricted against the pro¬ 
vision of service at Baton Rouge. La., 
and points between Baton Rouge and 
Jlew Orleans (except New Orleans) that 
are located east of the west bank of the 
l&itstfippi River, and further restricted 
against the provision of service at points 
located on the west bank of the Mississ¬ 
ippi River and lying within the respec¬ 
tive commercial zones of Baton Rouge, 
Gremcrcy, Lutcher, Kenner. St. Rose. 
Norco, and Good Hope, La. 

Non —Applicant statca It presently bolds 
authority pursuant to MC-P 11991 (cerun- 
oa^e not yet issued) authorizing the trans¬ 
ports lion of general commodities (except 
of unusual value, Claarra A and B ex¬ 
plosives. household goods as defined by the 
Oommiwion, commodities In bulk, and cocn- 
aodlttes requiring special equipment), over 

lrreguJw' routes between New Orleans, and 
points within 10 miles of the corporate limits 
of Xev Orleans on the one hand, and. on 
Ihs other, points in the above-described area 
ta Southern Louisiana. The purpose of this 
application in to obtain authority to operate 
•rough an alternate gateway of Meridian. 
Mi*. Common control may be involved. If a 
fcving h deemed neceaeary, applicant re- 
qaovU that it be held at Washington, D C. 

No. MC 2850 <8ub-No. 155). filed April 
8. 1977. AppUcant: NATIONAL 

JRRIGHT INC.. 71 W. Park Avenue. 
Vincknd. N.J. 08350. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: william J. Li ppm an. Steele 
P*rk 50 South Steele Street. Denver. 
Cbk>. 80209. Authority sought to operate 
m a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
irregular routes, transporting: 
Ifcah. meat products, and meat by-prod- 
tch and articles distributed by meat 
Packing houses us described in Sections A 
•nd C of Appendix I to the report In De- 
Krtption* in Motor Carrier Certificates. 
JJ M.C.C. 209 and 768. from Denver, 
to points in California. Oregon. 
Utah. Nevada, Washington and Florida. 

Hcnr.— Applicant requests that hearing on 
nil be consolidated with MC 

< Hub-No. 11). Soott Truck Line. Inc.. 
« il. scheduled for hearing In Denver. Oolo. 

June 21. 1977, through July 1. 
Jr 77 -tbe Court of Appeals. Division 2. U-8 
vounhouse, 1961 Stout Street 


MC 4405 (6ub-No. 555), filed April 22. 
1977. Applicant: DEALERS TRANSIT. 
INC.. 522 South Boston Avenue, Enter¬ 
prise Bldg.. Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Alan Foss. 502 
First National Bank Bldg.. Forgo. North 
Dakota 58102. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, in inter¬ 
state or foreign commerce, transporting: 
Pipe. boiler tubing and fabricated steel 
pipe , boilers and boiler parts <valves ). 
coal crusher-feeders and burners . fab¬ 
ricated steel weldments . steel castings , 
steel plate , from the plant sites of Riley 
Stoker Corp., Eric. Pennsylvania and Sa- 
pulpa, Oklahoma, to points In the United 
States, except Alaska and Hawaii. 

Nor*.—Common oontrol may bo Involved. 
If a hearing 1 a deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It bo hold at Boston. MAftsa- 
chuscttn, or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 13134 (Sub-No. 45). filed 
March 28. 1977. Applicant: ORANT 
TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 256, Oftk 
Hill, Ohio 45656. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: David A. Turano. 100 East Broad 
Street. Columbus, Ohio 43215. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Refractories and re¬ 
fractory products , (a) from Oak Hill. 
Ohio and points in Ohio within fourteen 
miles of Oak Hill and Elizabeth Town¬ 
ship, Lawrence County, Ohio, to points 
In Arkansas, Colorado. Kansas, Missis¬ 
sippi. Nebraska, North Dakota. Okla¬ 
homa, and South Dakota; and (2) ma¬ 
terials. machinery . eQuipment and sup¬ 
plies used in the manufacture, process¬ 
ing. and distribution of refractories and 
refractory products (a) from points in 
Arkansas. Colorado, Delaware, Florida, 
Kansas, Louisiana, Mississippi. Nebraska, 
North Dakota, Oklahoma. South Dakota 
and the District of Columbia, to Oak Hill, 
Ohio and points in Ohio within fourteen 
miles of Oak Hill; and (b) from points 
in Alabama. Arkansas, Colorado. Con¬ 
necticut, Delaware, Florida, Illinois, Indi¬ 
ana, Iowa. Kansas. Kentucky. Louisiana. 
Maine, Maryland. Massachusetts, Michi¬ 
gan, Minnesota. Mississippi. Missouri. 
Nebraska. New Hampshire, New Jersey. 
New York. North Dakota. Oklahoma. 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South 
Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, Vir¬ 
ginia, West Virginia, Wisconsin, and the 
District of Columbia, to points in Eliza¬ 
beth Township, Lawrence County, Ohio. 

Nome.—If a hearing 1* deemed neoewary. 
applicant request* It be held at cither 
Columbia*. Ohio or WMlilngum, D.C. 

No. MC 16903 < Sub-No 50). filed April 
29. 1977. Applicant: MOON FREIGHT 
LINES. INC.. 120 West Grimes Lane. 
Bloomington. Ind. 47401. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Walter F. Jones, Jr., 601 
Chamber of Commerce Building. Indian¬ 
apolis, Ind. 46204. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Urethane foam products , component 
parts and accessories moving in the same 
vehicle, from Charleston. III., to all points 
in West Virginia. Pennsylvania. North 
Carolina. Virginia. District of Columbia, 


Maryland, Delaware. New Jersey, New 
York. Maine. New Hampshire. Massa¬ 
chusetts. Connecticut, Rhode Island, Ver¬ 
mont, Tennessee, Mississippi. Alabama, 
Georgia, and South Carolina. Restricted 
to transportation originating at the 
piantstte of the Celotex Corporation, 
Charleston, Ill. 

Nor*.—If a hear Lug la deemed nccetaary. 
the applicant request* it be held at either 
TOmpa. Fla., or Washing to: D.C. 

No. MC 25798 (Sub-No. 293). filed April 
26. 1977. AppUcant. CLAY HYDER 

TRUCKING LINES. INC . PostOfllco Box 
1186. Auburndale. Fla. 33823. Applicant’s 
representative: Tony G. Russell, Post 
Office Box 1186. Aubumdale. Fla. 33823. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier , by motor vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Meats , meat 
products, meat by-products, and articles 
distributed by meat packinghouses as de¬ 
scribed in Sections A and C of Appendix 
I to the Report In Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates 61 MCC 209 and 768 
(except hides and commodities in bulk) 
from the plant site and storage facilities 
of Wilson Foods Corporation at Albert 
Lea. Minn., to points In Florida. Re¬ 
stricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at the above named origin, 
and destined to the named destination. 

Not*.—C ommon Control may be involved. 
If a hearing la deemed necensary. the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at either Dallas. Tex . 
or Kansas City, Mo. 

No. MC 28088 (Sub-No. 24), filed 
April 20. 1977. Applicant: NORTH & 
SOUTH. INC., 2710 8. Main 8trect, Har¬ 
risonburg. Va. 22801. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: John R. 8lmms, Jr.. 915 Penn¬ 
sylvania Bldg . 425 13th Street NW.. 
Washington. D.C. 20004. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes 
transporting: Feed and feed materials. 
except in bulk, from points in Alabama. 
California, Georgia. Florida. Illinois. In¬ 
diana. Kansas, Kentucky. Michigan. 
Nebraska, Nevada, North Carolina, Ohio. 
South Carolina, South Dakota, Tennes¬ 
see, Texas. Wisconsin. Wyoming, and 
points in that part of Pennsylvania 
south and east of a line along U S. High¬ 
way 11 from the Maryland-Pcnnsylvania 
State line to the Junction with Pennsyl¬ 
vania State Highway 34. thence along 
Pennsylvania State Highway 34 to the 
Junction with UJ3. Highway 209, thence 
along UJ3. Highway 209 to the Pennsyl- 
vania-Now York State line to points In 
Delaware. Pennsylvania. Maryland, and 
Virginia and those points in West Vir¬ 
ginia on and east of UI3. Highway 219. 

Notv —Common control may be Involved. 
If a bearing la deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant request* that It be held at HiuTivm- 
burg. Va. 

No. MC 28088 (Sub-No. 25). filed 
April 20. 1977. Applicant: NORTH & 
SOUTH, INC.. 2710 S. Main Street, Har¬ 
risonburg, Va. 22801. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: John R. Simms, Jr., 915 Penn¬ 
sylvania Bldg., 425 13th Street NW, 
Washington. D.C. 20004. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier * 
by motor vehicle, over irregular route* 
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transporting: Feed supplements , except 
In bulk: (1) from Giles County. Term., 
to points in Virginia. Maryland. Dela¬ 
ware, Pennsylvania, and that pert of 
West Virginia on and east of U.8. High¬ 
way 220 and <2) from Chicago Heights. 
Ill,, to points in Virginia, Delaware, 
Maryland. North Carolina. South Caro¬ 
lina, and that part of West Virginia on 
and east of U.S. Highway 220. 

Non,—Common control may ba Involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant request* that It be held at Harrison¬ 
burg. Va, 

No. MC 29120 (Sub-No. 203), filed 
April 26. 1977. Applicant: ALL-AMERI¬ 
CAN. INC.. 900 West Delaware. P.O. Box 
769, Sioux Palls. 8. Dak. 57101. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Ralph H. Jinks 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: Meats . meat products and 
meat by-products and articles distrib¬ 
uted by meat packinghouses . as de¬ 
scribed in Sections A and C of Appendix 
X to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766 (except hides and commodities in 
bulk*, from the plantslto and storage 
facilities utilized by American Beef 
Packers. Inc., at or near Oakland. Iowa, 
to points in Indiana. Kentucky. Michi¬ 
gan. and Ohio, restricted to traffic origi¬ 
nating at the named origin and destined 
to the named destinations. 

Not* —Common control may b# involved. 
If a hearing u deemed necewary. the appli¬ 
cant requests that it he held at Omaha, 
Ncbr. 

No. MC 33970 < Sub-No. 18 >. filed 
April 1. 1977. Applicant: GEORGE 

HILDEBRANDT. INC.. R.D. 2. Hudson, 
N.Y. 12534. Applicant’s representative: 
Neil D. Brcsltn, 99 Washington Avenue, 
Suite llll, Albany, N.Y. 12210. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier. by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Salt and salt prod¬ 
ucts. from White Marsh. Md., to points 
in New York. 

Non—Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing U deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests that It be held at Albany. N Y. 

No. MC 44639 (Sub-No. 92). filed April 
18. 1977. Applicant: L & M EXPRESS 
CO., INC., 220 Ridge Road, Lyndhurst, 
N.J, 07071. Applicant's representative: 
Robert B Russell. 220 Ridge Rood. Lynd¬ 
hurst, N.J. 07071. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier . by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Wearing apparel and materials and sup¬ 
plies used in the manufacture of wearing 
apparel ‘except commodities in bulk) 
between Washington. N.C., and Emporia, 
Va, Applicant states that it Intends to 
tack at Emporia. Va.. with its present 
authority in MC 44639 (Sub-No. 72), 
which permits the transportation of 
wearing apparel and materials and sup¬ 
plies used in the manufacture of wearing 
apparel (except commodities in bulk) 
between Emporia, Virginia, on the one 
hand, and, on the other. New York, N.Y., 
and i*>ints in Bergen, Essex. Hudson. 


Middlesex, Monmouth, Morris, Passaic, 
Sussex, and Union Counties, N.J. 

Nor*.—If a hearing U deemed necceeary. 
the applicant request* that It be held at 
either Newark, N.J.. or New York. N.Y. 

No. MC 48221 (Sub-No. 8). filed April 
26. 1977. Applicant: W. N. MOREHOUSE 
TRUCK LINE, INC.. 4010 Dahlman Ave¬ 
nue, Omaha, Ncbr. 68107. Applicant’s 
representative: Donald L. Stem, 530 Uni- 
vac Building. 7100 West Center Road. 
Omaha, Nebr. 68106. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier . by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: meat . meat products , meat by-prod¬ 
ucts and articles distributed by meat 
packing houses as described in Sections 
A and C of Appendix I to the Report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates. 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except 
hides and commodities in bulk), from 
Denver. Colo., and points in Its Commer¬ 
cial Zone to points in Arizona. Califor¬ 
nia, Idaho. Nevada. Oregon. Utah, and 
Washington. 

Not*.—H earing: June 21 -July 1. 1977. 
Court of Appeals. Division 2, US. Court¬ 
house. 1961 Stout Street. Denver, Colo. 

No. MC 52464 (Sub-No. 9). filed April 
4, 1977. Applicant: EVANS TRUCKINO 
CO., a corporation. 2773 Darlington 
Road. Beaver Palls. Pa. 15010. Applicant's 
representative: Arthur J. Diskin, 806 
Frick Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15219. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier by motor vehicle over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Seamless 
Steel tubing and pipe, from the plant- 
sites of Babcok & Wilcox Co.. Tubular 
Products Division, located at Beaver 
Falls and Koppcl. Pa., to points in New 
York. 

Not*.—I f a hearing 1* deemed nece$tnary, 
the applicant request* it be held at Pitta- 
burgh. Pa., or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 69834 (Sub-No. 13). filed April 
15. 1977. Applicant: PRICE TRUCK 
LINE. INC., 2945 North Market, Wichita. 
Kans. 67219. Applicants' representative: 
William H. Shawm. 1730 M Street NW., 
Suite 501. Washington. D.C. 20036. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier . by motor vehicle, over irregular- 
routes, transporting: (1) SchxxA. art. and 
hobbies supplies and commodities used 
in the manufacturing . packaging , and 
transporting of school, art , and hobbies 
supplies from the facilities of Binney L 
Smith, Inc., located at Winfield, Kans.. 
to points in Texas and Louisiana; (2) 
paper from points in Texas to the plant- 
site and facilities of Thermal Shield. Inc., 
at Hesston. Kans. 

Non.—Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed nece&aary. applicant 
request* that It be held at Wichita. Kans. 

No. MC 78228 (Sub-No. 62). filed April 
25. 1977. Applicant: J. MILLER EX¬ 
PRESS, INC., 962 Green tree Road. Pitts¬ 
burgh. Pa. 15220. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive Henry M. Wick. Jr.. 2310 Grant 
Building. Pittsburgh. Pa. 15219. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier. by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Refractories . hot 


top rings, hot top slabs , hot topping com¬ 
pound. brick , hardware , iron or steel 
fluxing or purifying compounds, from 
the facilities of Fo&eco Mlnsep, Inc., 
Cleveland. Ohio, to points in Michigan 

Not*. —If a hearing ii deemed nece&ary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Wash¬ 
ington. D.C., or Cleveland. Ohio. 

No. MC 82492 (Sub-No. 154>, filed 
April 25, 1977. Applicant: MICHIGAN & 
NEBRASKA TRANSIT CO.. INC., 2109 
Olmsteod Road. P.O. Box 2853, Kalama¬ 
zoo. Mich. 49003. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: William C. Harris (same address &i 
applicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier . by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Food, 
food products and food ingredients, from 
the plant site and storage facilities of 
Archer Daniels Midland Company at or 
near Decatur. Ill., to points In Indiana, 
Kentucky, Michigan. Ohio, those points 
in New York in and west of Allegany, 
Livingston, and Monroe Counties, and 
those points in Pennsylvania on and west 
of UB. Highway 219. 

Not*.—I f a hearing Li deemed necessary, 
applicant request* it be held at either Chi¬ 
cago. III., or St. Lou In. Mo. 

No. MC 87720 (Sub-No. 165\ filed 
March 31. 1977. Applicant: BASS 

TRANSPORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. Box 
391, Old Croton Road, Flemlngton, NJ. 
08822. Applicant’s representative: Ron¬ 
ald L. Knorowskl (same address as ap- 
licanti. Authority sought to operate aa 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Animal 
and pet food. and materials , equipment, 
and supplies used In the manufac¬ 
ture, sale, and distribution of animal and 
pet food, between Atlanta. Ga , and 
points in Connecticut, Delaware, Illinois, 
Indiana, Maryland, Massachusetts. 
Michigan, New Jersey. New York, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania. Rhode Island, and the 
District of Columbia. 

Not*.—I f a hearing 1* deemed nec«MAry, 
the appUcant request* It be held at Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 

No. MC 87730 (Sub-No. 271 (correc¬ 
tion). filed March 15. 1977. published in 
the Federal Register Issue of May 5. 
1977, and republished as corrected this 
Issue. Applicant: R. W. BOZEL TRANS¬ 
FER. INC., 4500 Hollins Ferry Road, 
Baltimore. Md. 21227. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Donald E. Cross. 700 World 
Center Building. 918 Sixteenth St. NW.. 
Washington, D.C. 20006. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meats, packinghouse prod¬ 
ucts. and such commodities as arc used 
by meat packinghouses, as described in 
Sections A, B, and C of Appendix I to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, and 
food, foodstuffs, and animal food, hi ve¬ 
hicles equipped with mechanical refrig¬ 
eration, from Baltimore, Md.. points in 
Baltimore. Howard. Prince George s, ana 
Anne Arundel Counties, Md., and the 
District of Columbia, to points in West 
Virginia and Virginia (except Arlington. 
Clarke. Fairfax. Fauquier. Loudoun. 
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Prince William, and Warren Counties. 

Va.). 

Not*,— Tli* purpose of thl* republic* Uon 
l« to correct applicant s requested authority. 
If a hearing Is deemed Decenary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at either Washing¬ 
ton, DC., or Baltimore, Md. 

MC 93980 (Sub-No. 71), filed April 22, 
1977. Applicant: Vance Trucking Co., 
Inc., P.O. Box 1119, Henderson. N.C. 
27536. Applicant's representative: Ed¬ 
ward O. Vlllalon. 1032 Pennsylvania 
Building. Pennsylvania Avenue and 13th 
Street NW.. Washington. D.C. 20004. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes transporting: Iron and steel ar¬ 
ticles from Waterford Township, N J„ to 
points In North Carolina and South 
Carolina. 

Nora—If a hearing la deemed neceaaory, 
tfat applicant request* mat it be held at 
either Raleigh. N.C.. or Washington D.C. 

No MC 100666 (8ub-No. 345), filed 
April 4. 1977. Applicant: MELTON 

TRUCK LINES, INC.. P.O. Box 7666, 
Shreveport. La. 71107. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Wilburn L. Williamson. 280 
National Foundation Life Bldg.. 3535 
Northwest 58th Street. Oklahoma City, 
Okia. 73112. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over Irregular routes, transporting: Lath, 
from the plant-site of the Ceco Corpora¬ 
tion, located at or near Broadview, m., 
to points in Florida. Georgia. North 
Carolina, South Carolina, and Texas. 

None—If a hearing U deemed necessary. 
ipphcaiit requests it he held at Chicago. HI. 

MC 103066 (Sub-No. 60>. filed April 26. 
1977 Applicant: Stone Trucking Co., a 
corporation, P.O. Box 2014. Tulsa. Okla. 
74101. Applicant's representative: Eu¬ 
gene D. Anderson. Suite 428, 910 Seven¬ 
teenth Street NW., Washington. D.C. 
20006. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier by motor vehicle over ir¬ 
regular routes transporting: Meat, meat 
products, meat by-products and articles 
distributed by meat packinghouses as de¬ 
scribed in Sections A and C of Appendix 
I to the report in Descriptions In Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 MCC 209 and 768. 
from the plant site and storage facilities 
of Colorado Beef Processors. Inc., located 
Mor near Denver, Colo., to points In Con¬ 
necticut. Delaware. District of Columbia. 
Maryland. Massachusetts. Michigan. 
New Jersey, New York, Ohio. Pennsyl¬ 
vania. Rhode Island. Virginia, and West 
Virginia. 

Nott— Hearing: June 2l~July 1. 1977, 
Court of Appeals, Division 2, UJB Court- 
oo\i*e. 1061 Stout 8t.. Denver, Colo. 

No. MC 103926 < Sub-No. 56). Hied 
April 4. 1977. Applicant: W. T. Mayfield 
Trucking Co., a corporation. P.O. 
E 0 * 947, Mableton, Ga. 30059. Applicant's 
representative: K. Edward Wolcott, P.O. 
E°* 872. Atlanta, Ga 30301. Authority 
•ought to operate as a common carrier, 
ny motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: <i> Machinery , equip¬ 
ment, materials , and supjdies , used in. or 
*n connection with, the discovery, de¬ 
velopment, production, refining, manu¬ 


facture. processing, storage, transmis¬ 
sion, and distribution of natural gas and 
petroleum and their products and by¬ 
products, and machinery, materials , 
equipment and supplies, used in, or in 
connection with the construction, opera¬ 
tion. repair, servicing, maintenance and 
dismantling of pipe lines, including the 
stringing and picking up thereof: and 
<IT) earth drilling machinery and equip¬ 
ment. and machinery, equipment, mate¬ 
rials, supplies and pipe incidental to. 
used In, or in connection with (A) the 
transportation, installation, removal, op¬ 
eration, repair, servicing, maintenance, 
and dismantling of drilling machinery 
and equipment, <B) the completion of 
holes or wells drilled, (C) the production, 
storage, and transmission of commodi¬ 
ties restuling from drilling operations at 
well or hole sites and (D) the injection or 
removal of commodities into or from 
holes or wells, <1> between points In 
Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, 
Maine, Maryland. Massachusetts. New 
Hampshire, New Jersey. New York, North 
Carolina, Rhode Island, South Carolina, 
and Virginia: and (2) between points In 
Connecticut. Delaware. Florida. Georgia, 
Maine. Maryland, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York. 
North Carolina. Rhode Island, South 
Carolina, and Virginia, on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in Alabama. Ar¬ 
kansas. Colorado, Illinois. Indiana. Kan- 
tucky, I Louisiana. Mississippi. New 
Mexico. Ohio, Oklahoma. Pennsylvania, 
Tennessee. Texas. Utah, West Virginia, 
and Wyoming, 

Not*. —If n hearing I* deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held At Houston. Tex. 

No MC 103926 'Sub-No. 57), filed 
April 14. 1977. Applicant: W. T. MAY- 
FIELD SONS TRUCKING CO., a cor¬ 
poration, P.O. Box 947, Mableton. Geor¬ 
gia 30059. Applicant’s representative: 
K. Edward Wolcott. Suite 1600. First 
Federal Bldg., Atlanta. Ga. 30303. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Construction, 
earthmoving, excavating, and material 
handling machinery and equipment ; (2) 
attachments, parts, and accessories used 
for the commodities named in (1) above 
when moving in mixed shipments with 
said commodities: and (8) attachments, 
parts, and accessories being returned to 
factory for service, exchange, repair or 
warranty adjustment, between the plant- 
site and storage facilities of Clark Equip¬ 
ment Company, located at or near Sky- 
Uuid. North Carolina, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Alabama, 
Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, In¬ 
diana. Kentucky. Louisiana. Maryland. 
Mississippi. North Carolina. Ohio. Penn¬ 
sylvania. South Carolina. Tennessee, 
Texas. Virginia. West Virginia and the 
District of Columbia. 

Not*.—I f a hearing l* deemed necessary. 
Applicant requests it be held At either Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. or Charlotte. N O. 

No. MC 103993 (Sub-No. 891), filed 
April 25. 1977. Applicant: MOROAN 
DRIVE-AWAY. INC., 28641 U.8. 20 West, 
Elkhart, Indiana 46514. Applicant's rep¬ 


resentatives: Paul D. Borghesam, 28651 
U.8. 20 West. Elkhart. Indiana 46514. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: trailers, 
semi-trailers, and trailer chassis (ex¬ 
cept those designed to be draw’n by pas¬ 
senger automobiles), in initial and sec¬ 
ondary' movements in truckaway service 
between Minneapolis-St. Paul. Minne¬ 
sota. on the one hand, and on the other, 
to points in the United States ‘except 
Alaska and Hawaii >. 

Nor*.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary. 
Applicant requests It be held at Minneapolis, 
Minnesota. 

No. MC 104675 <8ub-No. 40). filed 
April 20. 1977. Applicant: FRONTIER 
DELIVERY. INC., 620 Elk Street. Buf¬ 
falo. New York 14210. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: E. Russell Whiteman. 620 Elk 
Street, Buffalo, New York 14210. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting (1) Soda Ash. In 
bulk, in dump, tank or hopper type ve¬ 
hicles, from Solvay. N.Y., to points in 
Virginia. 

Not*. —Common control may be involved 
If a hearing la deemed Decenary, applicant 
requests It be held In Buffalo, N Y. or Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 

No. MC 101683 < Sub-No. 41). filed 
March 30. 1977. Applicant: TRANS¬ 
PORT. INC., P.O. Box 1524, Hattiesburg. 
Miss. 39401. Applicant's representative: 
Donald B. Morrison, 1500 Deposit Guar¬ 
anty Plo7.a, P.O. Box 22628, Jackson. 
Miss. 39205. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over Irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquefied petroleum gas, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from points in Washington 
County, Ala., to points in Louisiana and 
Mississippi. 

Not*. —If a hearing b deemed nec^Mry. 
the applicant requests It be held at Jacknon. 
Miss. 

No. MC 105501 «Sub-No. 19). filed 
April 28, 1977. Applicant: TERMINAL 
WAREHOUSE COMPANY, a corpora¬ 
tion. 1851 Raddlson Road NE.. Blaine, 
Minnesota 55434. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Joseph J. Dudley. W-1260 First 
National Bank Building. St. Paul. Min¬ 
nesota 55101. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a Common Carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Concrete Products (Except in Bulk» 
from Coates. Minnesota and Lino Lakes. 
Minnesota, to all points in Montana, 
Idaho, the Upper Peninsula of Michigan 
and North Dakota. 

Not*.— If a hearing li deemed ncccntfary. 
the Applicant request* that It be held *r 
St. Paul. Minnesota 

No. MC 105566 'Sub-No. 134 >. filed 
March 31. 1977. Applicant SAM 

TANKSLEY TRUCKING. INC., P.O 
Box 1119. Cape Girardeau. Mo. 63701. 
Applicant's representative: Thomas F 
Kilroy. P.O. Box 2069. Springfield. Va. 
22152. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold products and the foUovcing related 
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article*: waxes and compounds; laundry 
bleach ; buffing and polishing com¬ 
pounds; polish and wax impregnated 
into paper or cloth for buffing or pol¬ 
ishing purposes; cleaning compounds: 
wax, fruit or vegetable coatings; liguid 
or paste . drauhng or drilling . metal out¬ 
ing lubricants and compounds < except 
petroleum! rust preventing or removing 
iron and steel compounds: liguid or dry 
manufactured fertilizing compounds; 
weed killing compounds: deodorants and 
disinfectants (except automobile top 
medicinal dressing; insecticides and in¬ 
sect repellents (except agricultural!; pa¬ 
per treated with insect repeUants; 
shampoo; shaving cream: soap; textile 
softeners; sprayers; store display stand; 
toilet preparations; and varnishes. from 
Waxdale, Wfs.. to point* In Arizona* 
California, Colorado. Idaho. Montana. 
New Mexico. Oregon, Utah. Washington 
and Wyoming. 

None.—U a bearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Chicago, 
III. or Washington, DC 

No. MC 105813 <Sub-No. 222). filed 
March 28. 1977. Applicant BELFORD 
TRUCKING CO.. INC. 1759 Southwest 
12th Street. P.O. Box 1936. Ocala. Fla. 
32670. Applicant's representative: Arnold 
L. Burke. 180 North LaSalle Street. 
Chicago, HI. 60601. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Bakery products . from Downers 
Grove, m, to points In Florida. 

Non*.—Common control may be involved. 
IX a hearing la deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requeaU it be held at New York. N.Y. 

No. MC 107460 (Sub-No. 65>. filed 
April 22, 1977. Applicant: WILLIAM Z. 
OBTZ. INC.. 3055 Yellow Goose Road. 
P.O. Box 566. Lancaster, Pa. 17604. 
Applicants representative: Donald D. 
Shipley. 3055 Yellow Goose Road. P.O. 
Box 566. Lancaster, Pa. 17604. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier . 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Printed Matter, from the 
plant site of R. R. Donnelley Corporation 
located at or near Crawfordsville. Ind.. to 
the plant site of Random House, Inc., lo¬ 
cated at or near Westminster. Md., 
under a continuing contract, or con¬ 
tracts, with R. R. Donnelley Corporation. 

Non,—If a hearing la deemed necessary, 
the applicant request* It be held at Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 

No. MC 107460 (Sub-No. 66). filed 
April 22, 1977. Applicant: WILLIAM Z. 
GETZ. INC., 3055 Yellow Goose Road. 
Lancaster. Pa. 17604. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Donald D. Shipley, 3055 Yel¬ 
low Goose Road. P.O. Box 566, Lancaster. 
Pa. 17604. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Printed 
matter . from the plant site* of the Don¬ 
nelley Printing Company, a subsidiary of 
R. R. Donnelley and Sons Company, 
located at or near Lancaster, Pa. to 
point* in Arizona. California. Colorado. 
Iowa. Kansas, Minnesota. Missouri. 
Oregon. Texas. Washington, and Wis¬ 
consin. under a continuing contract, or 


contracts, with Donnelley Printing 
Company. 

Not*.—I f a hearing l* deemed necessary, 
the applicant request* It be held at Wash¬ 
ington. DC. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. 1071), Alcd 
April 22. 1977. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED TRANSPORT CO.. INC.. P.O. Box 
306, Forest Park, Go. 30050. Applicant's 
representative: Alan E. Serby, 3379 
Peachtree Road NE., Suite 375. Atlanta, 
Ga. 30326. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meats, meat products, meat by-products , 
and articles distributed by meat pack- 
inghouses. in vehicles equipped with 
mechanical refrigeration, from the 
plantsite and warehouse facilities of 
Superior Packing Company located at 
EUen&burg and Seattle. Wash., to points 
in Alabama. Florida. Kentucky. Louisi¬ 
ana. New Jersey. North Carolina. South 
Carolina. Texas, and Virginia. 

Ncn».—If a hearing I* deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Seattle. Wash. or San Francleeo, Calif. Com¬ 
mon control and dual operations may be 
involved. 

No. MC 107515 iSub-No. 1072). filed 
April 27. 1977. Applicant: REFRIG¬ 
ERATED TRANSPORT CO.. INC., Post 
Office Box 308. Forest Park. Go. 30050. 
Applicant's rep resen tative: Alan E. 
Serby. 3379 Peachtree Road NE.. Suite 
375. Atlanta .Ox 30326. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Carpet and tufted textile products , 
from mcrganfield. Ky.. to points in 
Texas, Oklahoma, and Albuquerque, 
N.Mex. 

Notx.—I f a hearing la deemed neceaeary, 
the applicant request* that It be held at At¬ 
lanta. Oa^ or Washington, D C. Common con¬ 
trol and dual operations may be Involved. 

No. MC 107544 (Sub. No. 136), filed 
April 21, 1977. Applicant: LEMMON 
TRANSPORT CO.. INC., P.O. Box 580 
Marlon. Va. 24354. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: E. Stephen Heisley. 666 11th 
Street NW.. No. 805. Washington. DC. 
20001. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier ; by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Activated 
carbon, in bulk. In tank vehicles, from 
Catlettsburg. Ky.. Neville Island. Pa., and 
Bayport. Tex. to points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii). 

Nora.—If a hearing la deemed necessary, 
the applicant request* It be held at Washing¬ 
ton. DC. 

No. MC 107615 (Sub-No. 9). filed April 
25. 1977. Applicant: UNTCO. INC.. 850 E. 
Luzerne St. Philadelphia, Pa, 19124 Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Richard Mehley, 
1000 16th Street NW.. Washington. D.C. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Printed matter, 
products, and materials . and supplies 
used in the manufacture and production 
thereof, between Harrisburg. Pa„ on tho 
one hand, and. on the other, points In 
West Virginia. 


Nort—Applicant Intend* to tack the kbert 
oought authority at Harrisburg. Pa . with lta 
existing authority contained In certificate 
No. MC 107915 to provide a through wni<# 
between West Virginia points, on the oae 
hand, and. on the other, points in New Jer¬ 
sey, points In Rockland. Westchester, Nashua, 
arid Suffolk Counties New York, and Sew 
York. N.Y. Common oontrol may be Involve! 
If a hearing U deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It bo held at Washing tvD C. 

No. MC 107912 (Sub-No. 18). Med 
April 1. 1977. Applicant: REBEL MO¬ 
TOR FREIGHT. INC.. 3060 Gill Rood, 
Memphis. Term. 38106. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: James K. Child. Jr., P.O, 
Box 651. Jackson. Miss. 39205. Authority 
sought to operate os a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value. Classes A 
and B explosives, household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, commodities 
in bulk, and those which because of site 
or weight require the use of special 
equipment), serving all points in Madi¬ 
son County, Miss., as off-route points In 
connection with applicants existing 
authorized regular route operations. 

Not*.—I f a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at either Jock- 
son. Mlsa.. or Memphis, Term. 

No. MC 108053 (Sub-No. 137). filed 
March 28, 1977. Applicant: LITTLE 
AUDREY'S TRANSPORTATION CO. 
INC.. P.O. Box 129, Fremont, Nebr. 68025. 
Applicant's representative: Arnold L 
Burke, 180 North LaSalle Street. Chicago. 
HI. 60601. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Foodstuff$ 
In mixed shipments with meats, meat 
products and meat by-products, and ar¬ 
ticles distributed by meat packinghouses, 
as described in Sections A and C of Ap¬ 
pendix I to the Report in Descrip ho iu in 
Motor Carrier Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 2W 
and 766 (except hides and commodities 
in bulk, from the plan (sites and wore- 
bouse f acilitiea of Oscar Maj or, located 
at or near (1) Madison. Wls.. to points to 
Arizona, California, Montano. Nevada, 
Oregon. Utah, and Washington; (2) Chi¬ 
cago. 111. to points in Californio, Ore¬ 
gon. and Washington; and (3) Daven¬ 
port, Iowa, to Los Angeles. Sacramento, 
San Diego. San Francisco. San Jose, and 
Stockton. Calif .. Portland. Oreg . and Au¬ 
burn. Seattle, Spokane, and Tacoma. 
Wash. 

Nor*.—Common control may be intolred. 
If a hearing la deemed necessary. applicant 
requeaU it be held at Chicago. 1U. 

No. MC 108119 (Sub-No. 59). filed April 
4. 1977. Applicant: E. L. MURPHY 
TRUCKING CO., a corporation. P.O. Box 
3019. St. Paul Minn. 55165. Applet* 
representative: Robert S. Lee, 1000 First 
National Bank Bldg., Minneapolis Minn. 
55402. Authority sought to operate as * 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: (I) Sdb 
propelled articulating terminal tractan 
each weighing less than 15.000 pounds; 
and (2) Parts, materials, and suppH# 
used In the construction or manufacture 
of the commodities described in 
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above, between the plantsite and storage 
facilities of C.TE.C. Company located in 
King County, Wash., on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in the United 
Sut<* (excluding Alaska and Hawaii). 

Not* - Common control may bo Involved. 
U a hearing to deemed necessary, applicant 
request* that it be held at Seattle. Wash. 

No. MC 109397 (Sub-No. 361), filed 
April 25. 1977. Applicant: TRI-STATE 
MOTOR TRAN8IT CO., a corporation. 
PD. Box 113, Joplin, Mo. 64801. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: T. M. Brown, 223 
Ciudad Building, Oklahoma City. Okla. 
73112. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: materials 
md in the manufacture and sale of cx - 
pMza <except in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles). from points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii >. to Blwabik. 
Minn. 

Nott. -If a hearing to deemed ueceasary. 
the applicant request* It be held at Mlnne- 
tpoU», Minn., or Washington, D C. 

No. MC 109633 (Sub-No. 21). filed 
April 18. 1977. Applicant: ARBET 
TRUCK LINES. INC., 222 East 135th 
Place. Chicago, HI.. 60627. Applicants 
representative: Arnold L. Burke. 180 
North LaSalle Street. Suite 3520, Chicago, 
m 60601 Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier. by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Bicycles, 
tricycles, and parts and accessories 
thereof, and materials and supplies used 
In the manufacture of bicycles and tri¬ 
cycles, between CeUna, Ohio, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in In¬ 
diana. niinote, Kentucky, Wisconsin. 
Michigan, Missouri. Iowa, Tennessee. 
Minnesota, Kansas. Nebraska. Arkansas. 
Mississippi, Alabama. Georgia. South 
Carolina. North Carolina. New Jersey, 
Virginia. West Virginia, Maryland. Penn- 
lylvania, Massachusetts. Connecticut, 
and New York. 

Xorr —tf a hearing to deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that It be held at Chicago, 

ni 

No. MC 109689 <Sub-No. 309). filed 
Apnl 4. 1977. Applicant: W. S HATCH 
CO. a corporation, 643 South 800 West, 
Woods Cross, Utah 84087. Applicant's 
representative: Mark K. Boyle, 345 South 
6tou street. Salt Lake City. Utah 84111. 
Autohnty sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Crude oil, in bulk, 
irotn points in Nye County. Nov., to points 
to California. 

Non '-it A hearing to deemed necessary, 
applicant requeaU it be held at Salt Lake 

City Utah. 

No MC 111231 (Sub-No 213». filed 
1977 * A PPHcant : JONES TRUCK 
UNLs. INC., 610 East Emma Avenue. 
Wlngdale. Arkansas 72764 Applicant's 
roprosentative: Kim D, Mann. Suite 1010. 
101 Wisconsin Avenue, Washington. 

20014. Authority sought to operate 
** a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
aVcr Regular routes, transporting: Cen- 
rf al commodities (except those of un- 
,A u >1 value. Classes A and B explosives. 


household goods as defined by the Com¬ 
mission. commodities in bulk, and those 
requiring special equipment), between 
Poplarvllle. Miss., New Orleans, La., and 
Mobile, Ala., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points In Mississippi and 
Louisiana within 200 miles of Poplarvllle, 
Miss., with service restricted against the 
transportation of traffic moving between 
points in West Baton Rouge. East Baton 
Rouge. Livingston, Ascension, and Iber¬ 
ville Parishes. La., on the one hand. and. 
on the other. Mobile. Ala, and points 
within five (5> miles of Mobile. 

Nor*.—Applicant already performs all the 
service proposed via Poplarvllle. Mtvs The 
purpose of thto application to to add New 
Orleans. La., and Mobile, Ala., as base points 
to applicant’s existing radial authority to 
serve Poplarvllle. Miss Common control may 
be Involved. If a hearing to deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that It be held at New 
Orleans. La., or Mobllo. Ala. 

No. MC 111401 (8ub-No. 483), filed 
April 1. 1977. Applicant: OROENDYKE 
TRANSPORT. INC., 2510 Rock Island 
Boulevard, P.O. Box 632, Enid, Okla. 
73701. Applicant's representative: Alvin 
J. Meiklejohn. Jr. Suite 1600. Lincoln 
Center, 1660 Lincoln 8treet, Denver, Colo. 
80203. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Sodium 
salt solutions , in bulk, In tank vehicles, 
from the Merlchcm plantsite and other 
storage locations, located at Houston. 
Tex., to points in Alabama, Arkansas, 
Florida, Georgia. Louisiana. Mississippi, 
and Oklahoma. 

Not*.—I f a hearing to deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Houston or Dallas. Tex. 

No. MC 111729 (Sub-No. 700), filed 
April 18, 1977. Applicant: PUROLATOR 
COURIER CORP.. 3333 New Hyde Park 
Road. New Hyde Park. N Y. 11040. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Elizabeth L. 
Henoch (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier , by motor vehicle, over Ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Blood . 
whole human; blood components, blood 
plasma, blood derivatives, and business 
papers moving therewith, from airports 
located at Miami Ft. Lauderdale, Jack¬ 
sonville, Orlando, and Tampa. Fla., to 
points In Florida, restricted to the trans¬ 
portation of shipments having an imme¬ 
diately prior movement by air. 

Not*. —Applicant hold* motor contract 
carrier authority to No. MC 112750. and aubo 
thereunder, and therefore dual operation* 
may be Involved. Common control may be In¬ 
volved. If a hearing to deemed nec«w*ary. ap¬ 
plicant request* that it be held at Washing¬ 
ton. D.C„ or Richmond. Va. 

No. MC 111812 iSub-No. 531), filed 
April 25. 1977. Applicant: MIDWEST 
COAST TRANSPORT. INC.. 900 West 
Delaware. Sioux Falls, S. Dak. 57104. 
Applicant's representative: Ralph H. 
Jinks. 900 West Delaware. Sioux Falls. 
S. Dak. 57104. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes transport¬ 
ing Confectionery from Jackson. Minn., 
to Harrisburg. Pa. 


Not*. —Common control may be involved 
If a hearing to deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant request* It be held at 81oux Falla. p 

Dak. 

No. MC 112288 <8ub-No. 14). filed 
April 1. 1977. Applicant: YARBROUOH 
TRANSFER CO., a corporation. 1500 
Doune 8treet, Winston-Salem. N.C. 
27100. Applicant's representative: 
Charles Ephraim. Suite 600, 1250 Con¬ 
necticut Avenue NW„ Washington, D.C. 
20036. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Air con - 
ditioning. air filtration, refrigeration 
and humidifying equipment, the trans¬ 
portation of which because of size or 
weight requires the use of special equip¬ 
ment, from Salisbury. N.C., to points in 
Alabama. Florida, Georgia, Illinois. In¬ 
diana. Iowa. Kentucky. Louisiana, Mich¬ 
igan. misslssippi. Ohio. Oklahoma. South 
Carolina, Tennessee. Texas, Virginia. 
West Virginia, and Wisconsin. 

Not*. — If a hearing to deemed nece**ar> 
applicant request* it be held at Greensboro. 
N.C., or Waahlngton, DC. 

No. MC 112520 <Sub-No. 337), filed 
April 19. 1977. Applicant: McKENZIE 
TANK LINES. INC., P.O. Box 1200, Tal¬ 
lahassee. Fla. 32302. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Thomas F. Panebianco (same 
address as Applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: (1) Acid, in bulk. In tank ve¬ 
hicles, from Bessemer. Ala., and 
Gibbs town. SJ., to 8t. Marks. Fla., and 
(2) spent acid, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from 8t. Marks. Fla., to Bessemer. Ala . 
and Kenvil, N.J. 

Not*. —Common control may be Involved 
If a hearing in deemed necessary, applicant 
request* that It he held at Atlanta. Oa 

No. MC 113434 (Sub-No. 74). filed 
April 22, 1977. Applicant: GRA-BELL 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 479 Lincoln Avenue 
Holland. Michigan 49423. Applicant's 
representative: Miss WUhelmina 

Bocrsma. 1600 First Federal Bldg., De¬ 
troit, Michigan 48226. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Paper 
trays, corrugated post, clay and clay 
products, except commodities in bulk 
from Oran. Mo.. Bloomfield, Mo . Olm¬ 
sted. HI. and Paris. Tenn. to points and 
places in Michigan. Wisconsin. Illinois. 
Indiana. Ohio. Kentucky, Pennsylvania. 
West Virginia. Iowa and Minnesota 

Not*— If a hearing la deemed nc^er.-arv. 
applicant rtqueato It be held at Detroit 
Michigan; Chicago, Illinois or WaAliIngtou 

No. MC 113651 (Sub-No. 220), filed 
April 18. 1977. Applicant: INDIANA RE¬ 
FRIGERATOR LINES. INC.. Post Offit e 
Box 552, Muncie, Indiana 47305. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: George £. Batty 
Post Office Box 552. Muncie. Indiana 
47305. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier. by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Banana* 
and agricultural commodities exempt 
from economic regulation under Section 
203(b) of the Act when transported in 


FEDERAL REGISTER VOL 42, NO 102—THURSDAY. A.AT 26. 1927 






27090 


NOTICES 


mixed loads with bananas from Norfolk, 
Virginia to points in Connecticut* Dela¬ 
ware, District of Columbia, Georgia, Illi¬ 
nois, Indiana, Kansas, Maryland. Massa¬ 
chusetts, Michigan, Missouri. New Jer¬ 
sey, New York. North Carolina, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania. South Carolina, Tennes¬ 
see, West Virginia, and Wisconsin, 

Hors.—If a hearing U deemed ne o i —ar y, 
applicant request* that It be held at Norfolk, 
Virginia or Washington, D C 

No. MC 113656 (Sub-No. 15), filed 
April 25. 1977. Applicant: SCOTT 

TRUCK LINE. INC.. 5280 Newport St.. 
P.O. Box 16346, Commerce City, Col¬ 
orado 80022. Applicant’s representative: 
William K. Boyd. 600 Enterprise Drive, 
Suite 222. Oak Brook. Illinois 60521. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: meat, packing¬ 
house products and commodities used by 
packinghouses as described in Appendix 
I. In the Descriptions In Motor Carrier 
Certificates. 6i M.C.C. 209 and 766, (ex¬ 
cluding commodities in bulk and hides) 
from Denver. Colorado, to points in Ken¬ 
tucky. Texas. Kansas. Missouri. Okla¬ 
homa, Louisiana. Arkansas. Tennessee. 
Mississippi. Alabama, Georgia, Farida, 
South Carolina and North Carolina. 

Nora—Bearing: June 21-July 1. 1977. 
Court of Appeal*. Division 2. UA Court¬ 
house. 1961 Stout SL, Denver. Colo. 

No. MC 113666 (Sub-No. 117). filed 
April 26. 1977. Applicant: FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT. INC.. 1200 Butler Road. 
Freeport, Pennsylvania 16229. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Daniel R. Smeta- 
nick. 1200 Butler Road. Freeport, Penn¬ 
sylvania 16229. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, in the trans¬ 
portation of saltcake. in bulk, from 
Kams City and Pctroiia, Pennsylvania, 
to points in New York and Ohio. 

Note.—I f a hearing fci deemed necessary, 
the applicant request* that It be held at 
either Washington. D.C. or Pittsburgh, Pa. 

No. MC 113908 (Sub-No. 399). filed 
April 25. 1977. Applicant: ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT CORPORATION. 2105 
East Dale St.. P.O. Box 3180 OB.. 
Springfield. Missouri 65804. Applicant’s 
representative: B. B. Whitehead (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: fertilizer and de-icer, from Vlroqua, 
Wisconsin, to points in Arkansas, Colo¬ 
rado. Kentucky. Missouri. Montana, Ok¬ 
lahoma, Tennessee and Wyoming. 

Nora— If a hearing la deemed necessary, 
applicant request* It be held In Kansu* City, 
Mlirtoiirl. 

No. MC 114045 (Sub-No. 462) (Correc¬ 
tion). filed March 17. 1977, published in 
the Federal Register issue of May 5.1977 
and republished this issue. Applicant: 
TRANS-COLD EXPRESS. INC., P.O. 
Box 61228. D/PW Airport Tex. 75281. 
Applicant’s representative: J. B. Stuart 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes. 


transporting: Meats, meat products, and 
meat by-prodwcts and articles distrib¬ 
uted by meat packinghouses, as described 
in Sections A and C of Appendix I to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766. (ex¬ 
cept hides and commodities in bulk), 
from the plant site and storage facilities 
of Iowa Beef Processors, Inc., located at 
or near Amarillo. Tex.. to points in Ari¬ 
zona, California, Colorado. Idaho. Ne¬ 
vada. New Mexico. Oregon, Utah, and 
Washington. 

Note.—T he purpose at thl* republtcatloci 
1 * to correct applicant’* territorial descrip¬ 
tion. Common control may bo involved. If 
a hearing U deemed neceaaary. the applicant 
requests it be held at either Dallas. Tex, or 
Chicago. UL 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. 296), filed 
April 22. 1977. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT. INC.. P.O. Box 420. Wa¬ 
terloo, Iowa 50704. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Daniel Sullivan. 327 South La 
Salic, Chicago. Illinois 60604. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: t Aluminum, aluminum 
products and supplies, materials and 
equipment used in the manufacture of 
aluminum and aluminum products (ex¬ 
cept In bulk), between the plantsites of 
Alumax. Inc., and its subsidiary and af¬ 
filiated companies located at or near De¬ 
catur. Alabama: Casa Grande. Arizona; 
Long Beach. Riverside. Visalia, Perris 
Valley and Woodland. California: Love¬ 
land. Colorado; Ocala and Plant City, 
Florida; Peachtree City and Jonesboro, 
Georgia; Boise and Twin Falls, Idaho; 
Chicago, Morris and St. Charles. Illinois; 
Blckncll, Bristol and Franklin. Indiana; 
McPherson. Kansas; Frederick. Mary¬ 
land; Monte Video. Minnesota; St. Louis. 
Missouri; Hernando. Mississippi; Dun¬ 
kirk. New York; Reedsville. North Caro¬ 
lina; Cleveland. Ohio; Tulsa. Chccotah, 
Oklahoma; Stay ton. Oregon; Blooms- 
burg. Pennsylvania; Dennison and 
Mansfield. Texas; Harrisonburg, Vir¬ 
ginia; Spokane and Ferndale, Washing¬ 
ton and Marshfield, Wisconsin on the 
one hand, and. on the other, points in 
the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii); II. Zinc and Zinc Alloys (ex¬ 
cept in bulk), between the plantsites of 
Alumax. Inc. and its subsidiary and affil¬ 
iated companies located at or near Long 
Beach. California: Chicago. Illinois; 
Cleveland. Ohio; Chccotah. Oklahoma 
on the one hand. and. on the other, 
points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii >. 

Note.—IT a hearing i* deemed necessary, 
the applicant request* a consolidated record 
with ftlmll&r application* at Washington. 

dx;. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. 297). filled 
April 25. 1977. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT. INC.. P.O. Box 420, Wa¬ 
terloo. Iowa 50704. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Daniel Sullivan. 327 South La 
Salle, Chicago, Illinois, 60604. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier 
over irregular routes, by motor vehicle, 
transporting: I. Such commodities as are 
dealt in. or used by. agricultural ma¬ 


chinery. industrial equipment dealers 
from Aberdeen. South Dakota; Ortane]] 
Iowa; Greeley. Colorado; Oreen hi* 
Minnesota and Hopkins, Minnesota to 
Points in the United State* (except 
A la s ka and Hawaii) Including ports of 
entry on the International Boundary line 
between the United States and Canada, 
for further movements to points in the 
Provinces of Canada; IL Materials, 
Equipment and 8uppUes (except com¬ 
modities In bulk) used In the manufac¬ 
turing and distribution of the com¬ 
modities named above from an points tn 
the United States (except Alas):a and 
Hawaii) including the ports of entry on 
the International Boundary line between 
the United States and Canada to Aber¬ 
deen. South Dakota; Grinnell. low*; 
Greeley. Colorado; Oreen Isle and Hop¬ 
kins. Minnesota. 

Note.— I f a hearing is deemed nrccnary. 
the applicant request* that It be held it 
either MlnneapoWn. Minn, or Chicago. III. 


No. MC 114211 (8ub-No. 298) . Wed 
April 26. 1977. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT. INC.. P.O. Box 420, Water- 
loo. Iowa 50704. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Singer & Sullivan. 327 South La 
Salle. Chicago. Illinois 60604. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Pressure treated and un¬ 
treated lumber mill products from Plain- 
view. Arkansas to Iowa. Minnesota, 
Michigan. Wisconsin. South Dakota. Ne¬ 
braska and Kansas. 


Note.—U a hearing U deemed necessary, 
the Applicant requests that It ba held it 
either Little Bocfc. Ark. or Memphis. Term. 


No. MC 114569 (Sub-No. 174». filed 
April 4. 1977. Applicant: SHAFFER 

TRUCKING, INC.. P.O. Box 418. New 
Kingstown. Pa. 17073. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: N. L. Cummins (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
Games, toys and parts thereof, and ad¬ 
vertising material when moving In mixed 
shipment* with games, toys and parts 
thereof, from Booneviile, Ark., to thoee 
points in that part of the United Stain, 
in and cast of Illinois. Kentucky. Mis¬ 
sissippi. Tennessee, and Wisconsin* 
Note —Common control may be involved- 
If a hearing U deemed neceaaary. appUc *® 1 
requests It be held at either Little Rock. Art. 
or Washington. D.C. 


No. MC 114569 <8ub-No. 175'. 
kprll 1. 1977. Applicant: SHAFFB* 

’11UCKJNO. INC.. P.O. Box 418. New 
Linas town, Pa. 17072. Applicant's rwre 
putative: N. L. Cummins (same iulare» 
s applicant). Authority sought to oP- 
rate as a common carrier, by motor ve- 
tide, over Irregular routes. 

'oodstuffs (except in bulk >. fro™, 
torage facilities of CentropolJs W**re- 
iou&c. and Commercial ^tributlon 
tenter, Inc., located at or near Kan^ 5 
fity. Mo., to points in Connecticut, mwt- 
md. Massachusetts. New Jersey. 


ginla and West Virginia. 
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jtforr —Commoo oontrol may be Involved. 
If » bearing to deemed necessary, the oppll- 
ant request* it be held at Kansas City, Mo„ 

tt Washington, D C, 

No. MC 114632 (Sub-No. 110), Wed 
April 26.1977. Applicant: APPLE LINES, 
INC, 212 8.W. Second St., P.O. Box 287, 
MadiBOii. S, Dak. 57042. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Robert D. Oksvold, 1000 First 
National Bank Bldg., Minneapolis, Minn. 
55402. Authority sought to operate as a 
emmon carrier by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting Meat, meat 
products, and meat by-products, and ar¬ 
ticles distributed by meat packing houses, 
sj described in Sections A and C of Ap¬ 
pendix I to the report in Descriptions in 
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 
and 766. (except hides and commodities 
to bulk', from points to Colorado, to 
points In Arizona, California. Idaho. 
Montana. Nevada, Oregon. Utah and 
Washington. 

Not* —Applicant hold* contract carrier 
Mtbority m MC 129700, therefore*, dual oper- 
itioM may b* involved Applicant requests 
coMolldjiUon with Apple Lines, Inc, MO 
11403a <8ub-No. 104), now assigned for hear¬ 
ing oo June 20,1977. In Denver. Colo. 


No. MC 114896 <Sub-No. 50>. Wed 
April 4, 1977. Applicant: PUROLATOR 
SECURITY, INC., 3333 New Hyde Park 
Road, New Hyde Park, N Y. 11040. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Elizabeth L. 
Henoch 'same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Precious metals, 
between ScottsvlUe, N.Y., on the one 
hand. and. on the other Carteret and 
Newark, N.J„ under contract with Sabin 
Metal Corporation. 

Non Applicant hold* common carrier 
urthartty In XIC 140346 Sub 1, therefore dual 
operttk-.ru may be Involved, tt a hearing I* 
mceasary. applicant request* It be 

Wd at Uiuiiiagtoo, D. C. 


No. MC 115669 (Sub-No. 160), Wed 
April 28. 1977. Applicant: DAHL8TEN 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 101 Went Edgar. 
Port Office Box 95, Clay Center, Ne- 
waika 68933. Applicant's representative: 
«®*ard N. Dn his ten. 101 West Edgar. 
Post Office Box 95, Clay Center, Nebraska 
W33. Authority sought to opernte as a 
^rnmon carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
“Wgular routes, transporting: Dry ani- 
land poultry feed and dry animal and 
Wjutry feed ingredients, from Nebraska 
CRy, Nebraska, to points in Arizona, Ar- 
California. Colorado, Idaho. Bll- 
r?f** hutlana, Iowa. Kansas. Kentucky. 
Wchigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Mon- 
S 0 ®* Nebraska. Nevada. New Mexico. 

Ohio. Oklahoma, Oregon, 
wuth Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, 
wuhington, Wisconsin and Wyoming. 


If w ia umiwu ucvruarj, 

requefiU u ** hcW * l 


*\MC U5826 <8ub-No. 265>. filed 
I#27. Applicant: W. J. DIGBY. 
I960 3Ht street. Denver. Oolo. 
n? 17 ; ApbUeafe representative: 
J- Kimball. Suite 350. Capitol 
P, nUr ‘ 1600 Sherman Street. Den- 
^ T * Co, ° 80203. Authority sought to op¬ 


erate as a common carrier . by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Foodstuffs (except commodities In 
bulk), from the facilities of Merchants 
Refrigerating Co., located at or near 
Denver, Colo., to points In New Mexico 
and Texas. 

Nor*.—Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant request* It be held at Denver. Oolo. 

No. MC 116014 <8ub-No. 81), Wed 
April 22. 1977. Applicant: OLIVER 

TRUCKING COMPANY. INC., P.O. Box 
53. Winchester, Ky. 40391. Applicant's 
representative: Louis J. Amato. P.O. Box 
E. Bowling Green, Ky. 42101. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: treated poles, from Bibb, 
Fulton and Richmond Counties, Georgia, 
to points in Indiana, Kentucky. Ohio, 
and the Lower Peninsula of Michigan. 

Note, —If a hearing la deemed necessary, 
the applicant request* It be held at either 
Louisville Ky. or Atlanta a a. 

No. MC 116077 (Sub-No. 380>, Wed 
April 4, 1977. Applicant: ROBERTSON 
TANK LINES, INC. 2000 West Loop 
8outh, Suite 1800, Houston. Texas 77027. 
Applicant's representative: Pat H. Rob¬ 
ertson. 500 West Sixteenth Street, P.O. 
Box 1945, Austin. Texas 78767. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier . 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: Sodium Salt Solution . In 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from the plant 
site of Merichem Company and stor¬ 
age facilities of Merichem Company, 
located in Houston. Texas, to points in 
Alabama, Florida and Georgia. 

Nor*.—If a hearing 1 b deemed necessary, 
applicant request* that It be held at New 
Orleans. Louisiana, or Dallas, Texas 

No. MC 116254 (Sub-No. 179), Wed 
April 19.1977. Applicant: CHEM-HAUL- 
ERS, INC., P.O. Box 739. Florence. 
AL 35630. Applicant's representative: 
Hampton M. Mills, P.O. Box 739. Flor¬ 
ence, AL 35630. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Sodium aluminate in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from South Pittsburg. TN to 
LJstcrhUl and Sheffield. AL. 

Nots.—I f a hearing I* deemed necessary, 
the applicant request* it be held at either 
Birmingham. Ala or Washington. DC. 

No. MC 116457 (Sub-No. 20) (correc¬ 
tion). Wed March 23, 1977, published 
In the Federal Register issue of May 
12. 1977, and republished as corrected 
this Issue. Applicant: OENERAL 
TRANSPORTATION. INCORPORTED, 
1804 8. 27th ve., Phoenix. Arte. 85005. 
Applicant's representative: Donald 
Parker Crosby (same address os appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Brick . 
unglazcd brick, structural glazed brick 
and tile, fire brick, fluelining , ceramic 
floor and wall tile fire clay and commodi¬ 
ties incidental to the installation thereof 
i except commodities in bulk, moving in 
tank vehicles), (1) from points In Dona 


Ana County, N. Mex.* and points in 
Arizona. Colorado. Oklahoma. Missouri, 
and Utah to points In Arizona. Cali¬ 
fornia, Nevada. Colorado, Utah, Wash¬ 
ington, Oregon. Montano, Wyoming, 
Idaho and New Mexico; and (2) from 
points in Texas. Arkansas and Kansas, 
to points in Idaho. Utah. Colorado, New 
Mexico, Washington, Oregon, and those 
In California north of San Luis Obtop. 
Kern and San Bcmldlno Counties, Calif. 

Not*,—T he purpose of thl* republlcatlon 
to to correct applicant's territorial de*crtp- 
Uon. It a hearing to deemed necessary, the 
applicant request* it be held at either 
Phoenix. Arto. or Dallas, Tex. 

No. MC 116763 (Sub-No. 372) (Amend¬ 
ment), Wed March 10. 1977. published in 
the Federal Register issue of April 28. 
1977. and republished as amended this 
issue. Applicant: CARL SUBLER 
TRUCKINO. INC.. North West Street. 
Versailles. Ohio 45380. Applicant s repre¬ 
sentative: H. M. Richters, P.O Box 81. 
Versailles, Ohio 45380. Authority sought 
to operate os a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Ground clay, floor sweeping com¬ 
pounds and absorbents (except in bulk, 
in tank vehicles), from the facilities of 
Oil-Dri Corporation of America, located 
at or near Ochlockncc. Ga,, to points in 
Kansas, Missouri. Oklahoma and Texas. 

Note.— The purpose of thto republi cation to 
to amend applicant's commodity description. 
If a hearing in deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant request* that it he held at Chicago. 111. 

No. MC 116763 (Sub-No. 377), Wed 
April 25,1977. Applicant: CARL SUBLER 
TRUCKING, INC.. North West Btreet, 
Versailles. Ohio 45380. Applicant’* repre¬ 
sentative: H. M. Richters. P.O. Box 81. 
Versailles, Ohio 45380. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes transport¬ 
ing: Paper and paper products and wood- 
pulp. from the plantslte and warehouse 
faculties of Sown ter Southern Paper 
Corp. located at or near McMInn County, 
Tennessee, to points in Kentucky. 

Nonr* —If a hearing ti» deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests tt be held at Atalnta. 
Oeorgta or Waahlngon, DC. 

No. MC 117119 (Sub-No. 625). Wed 
April 29, 1977. Applicant: Willis Chaw 
Frozen Express. Inc., P.O, Box 188, Elm 
Springs. Arkansas 72728. Applicants 
representative: L. M. McLean *samc ad¬ 
dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier . by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes transport¬ 
ing: Cleaning and Washington Com¬ 
pounds. dry or liquid. Oven Cleaners, 
Sodium Bicarbonate and Sal Soda (ex¬ 
cept in bulk), from Syrucuse, New York; 
Ft. Thomas, Kentucky; and Cincinnati, 
Ohio to points in Arkansas, Colorado, 
Iowa, Kansas, Idaho, Minnesota, Mis¬ 
souri. Montana. Nebraska. New Mexico. 
North Dakota. Oklahoma, South Dakota, 
Texas, Utah, Wyoming, Tennessee, 
Louisiana, and Mississippi. 

Nor*.—Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing to deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant request* that It be held at Washington, 
D.C. 
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No. MC 117686 (Sub-No. 169), filed 
April 18.1977. Applicant: HIRSCHBACH 
MOTOR LINES. INC., 5000 South Lewis 
Blvd., P.O. Box 417. Sioux City. Iowa 
51102. Applicant's representative: George 
L. Hlrschbech (same address as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: meats, meat prod¬ 
ucts, and meat bp-products, as described 
in section A of appendix I to the report 
in Descriptions in Motor Car;.‘-r Certifi¬ 
cates , 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766. from Fort 
Dodge. Iowa and Fremont. Nebrasha. to 
points in Alabama. Arkansas. Louisiana. 
Mississippi. Tennessee, and Texas, re¬ 
stricted to the transportation of ship¬ 
ments originating at the plantsite and/or 
storage facilities of Spencer Foods, Inc., 
and destined to the above destination 
states. 

None —It a hearing U deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that It be held at Omaha. 
Nebraska or Kansas City. Missouri. 

No. MC 117765 (Sub-No. 229), filed 
April 22. 1977. Applicant: HAHN 

TRUCK LINE, INC., 5315 N.W. 5th 
Street, Oklahoma City. Oklahoma 73107. 
Applicant's representative: R. E. Hagan 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
my motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Foodstuffs (Not Frozen) 
and Pet Foods, in containers, from (1) 
Plantsite and facilities of Blytheville 
Canning Company. Inc., Blytheville, 
Arkansas: to Alabama, Colorado, Flori¬ 
da. Illinois, Indiana, Iowa. Kansas, Ken¬ 
tucky. Louisiana, Michigan. Minnesota, 
Mississippi. Missouri. Nebraska, Okla¬ 
homa, Tennessee, Texas and Wisconsin 
and (2) Plaintsite and facilities of Val¬ 
ley Canning Company. Cecilia and Ville 
Platte, Louisiana to Arkansas. Michigan. 
Oklahoma and Wisconsin and (3) Plant- 
site and facilities of Blytheville Canning 
Company. Inc., Muskogee. Oklahoma; to 
Illinois. Indiana. Iowa, Minnesota, and 
Wisconsin and <4) Plantsite and facili¬ 
ties of Bush Brothers Canning Company. 
Augusta. Wisconsin and Shiocton Kraut 
Company. Shiocton. Wisconsin; to Ar¬ 
kansas, Colorado and Oklahoma. 

Non—Lf a hearing la deemed necessary, 
the Applicant requests that It be held at 
Washington, D C. or Columbus. Ohio. 

No. MC 117883 (Sub-No. 214). filed 
April 20. 1977. Applicant: SUBLER 

TRANSFER. INC., 100 Vista Drive, Ver¬ 
sailles. Ohio 45380. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Neil E. Hannan, P.O. Box 62. 
Versailles. Ohio 45380. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Canned, prepared, or preserved 
foodstuffs, other than frozen (except in 
bulk), from (1> Columbus Grove and 
Ottawa. Ohio to Sioux Falls, South 
Dakota and from (2) Hoopeston. Illinois 
to points in Iowa. Kansas, Minnesota. 
Missouri. Nebraska, Wisconsin, and 
Sioux Fails, South Dakota, restricted In 
11 > and (2) above to truffle originating 
at named origins and destined to named 
destinations. 

Nott.— If a hearing U deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests that It be held at 
Oklahoma City. Oklahoma. 


No. MC 118535 (Sub-No. 96>, filed 
April 26. 1977. Applicant: Tiona Truck 
Line, Inc., Ill South Prospect, Butler, 
Missouri 64730. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: Jim Tiona Jr.. Ill South Prospect. 
Butler. Missouri 64730. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier . by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Animal and Poultry feed, and 
Animal and Poultry feed ingredients. 
from Nebraska City. Nebraska, to points 
in Arkansas. Arizona. Colorado. Illinois, 
Iowa. Kansas, Louisiana, Minncosta, 
Missouri. New Mexico, North Dakota, 
Oklahoma, South Dakota, Texas. Wis¬ 
consin and Wyoming. 

Not*.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
tho applicant requests It be held at Kansuui 
City, Mo. 

No. MC 118535 (Sub-No. 97). filed 
April 29, 1977. Applicant: Tiona Truck 
Line, Inc., Ill 8. Prospect, Butler, Mis¬ 
souri 64730. Applicant's representative: 
Wilburn Williamson. 280 National Foun¬ 
dation Life Center. 3535 N.W. 58th St, 
Oklahoma City. Oklahoma 73112. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Lead and lead al¬ 
loys (except commodities which because 
of size or weight require the use of spe¬ 
cial equipment) from Herculaneum, 
Missouri to points in Arizona, Arkansas, 
Colorado, Illinois, Iowa. Kansas. Ken¬ 
tucky, Louisiana. Mississippi, Minnesota, 
Nebraska. New Mexico. Oklahoma, Ten¬ 
nessee. Texas and Wisconsin. 

Not®,—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It bo held at Kansas 
City. Mlssou^ 

No. MC 119619 (Sub-No. 98). filed 
April 28. 1977. Applicant DISTRIBU¬ 
TORS SERVICE CO. 2000 West 43rd 
Street, Chicago. Ill. 60609. Applicant's 
representative: Arthur J. Pikcn, One 
Lefrak City Plaza. Suite 1515. Flushing, 
N.Y. 11368. Authority sought to operate 
as a common earner, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes transporting: (a) 
Meats, meat products, meat by-products 
and articles distributed by meat packing 
houses described in Sections A&C of Ap¬ 
pendix I. to the Report in Descriptions In 
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 
& 766, (except hides and commodities in 
Bulk); From St. Louis, Mo. and points in 
the 8t. Louis. Mo. Commercial Zone to 
points in the States of Connecticut, Dela¬ 
ware. Maine. Maryland, Massachusetts. 
New* Hampshire. New Jersey, New York, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania,, Vermont, Virginia. 
West Virginia, Rhode Island, North Car¬ 
olina. South Carolina and the District of 
Columbia. 

Nott —If a hearing 1% deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests that It be held at 
Chicago. Hi. 

No. MC 119619 (Sub No. 99). filed 
April 28. 1977. Applicant, DISTRIBU¬ 
TORS SERVICE CO.. 2000 West 43rd 
Street. Chicago. Ill. 60609. Applicant's 
representative Arthur J. Pikcn, One 
Lefrak City Plaza, Suite 1515. Flushing, 
N.Y. 11368. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over Irregular routes, transporting: 
Foods, food products, food ingredients, 
animal foods, animal food ingredients 


and meat by-products (except in bulk), 
< 1 > from the whorehouses of Beatrice 
Foods Co., located at Scranton. Pa. and 
at or near Allentown. Pa., to points in 13. 
linois, Indiana, and Michigan. Restricted 
to the transportation of traffic orlglnat- 
ing at the warehouse of Beatrice Foods 
Co., at Scranton. Pa., and at or near 
Allentown. Pa., and destined to the 
named destination states; and <2> from 
points In Indiana, Illinois, and Michigan, 
to the warehouses of Beatrice Foods Co., 
located at Scranton, Pa., and at or near 
Allentown, Pa. Restricted to the move¬ 
ment of traffic originating in the named 
origin 8tates and destined to the ware- 
houses of Beatrice Foods Co. at Scranton, 
Pa. and at or near Allentown. Pa. 

Not*.—I f a hearing U deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests that It be held st 
Chicago, ni. 

No. MC 119654 (Sub-No. 33). filed 
April 19. 1977. Applicant: Hi-Way Dis¬ 
patch. Inc.. 1401 West 26th Street, 
Marlon, Indiana 46952. Applicant s rep¬ 
resentative: Alki E. Scopelitis. 815 Mer¬ 
chants Bank Building. Indianapolis. 
Indiana 46204. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor vehi¬ 
cle. over irregular routes, transporting: 

(1) Plastic products. From 8eymour, 
Ind., to Michigan, Ohio and Wisconsin; 

(2) Materials, equipment and supplies 
used in the manufacture of plastic prod¬ 
ucts, From Michigan, OlUo and Wiscon¬ 
sin to Seymour, Ind. 

Non.—If a hearing is deemed nece**ry. 
applicant requests that It be held m either 
Indianapolis, IndlanA or Chicago. IIUuoU. 

No. MC 119741 (Sub No. 69), filed 
April 22.1977. Applicant: GREEN FIELD 
TRANSPORT COMPANY. INC-, 3225 5th 
Avenue South. FOrt Dodge. Iowa 5050L 
Applicant's representative: Michael J. 
Ogbom, P.O. Box 82028, Lincoln. Ne¬ 
braska 68501. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor vehi¬ 
cle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meats, meat products, meat by-products, 
and articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses, as described in Sections A and C 
of Appendix / to the report in descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates. 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk . in tank oeAictojL 
From Denver. Colorado, to points in Illi¬ 
nois, Indiana. Iowa. Kansas. Kentucky. 
Michigan. Minnesota. Missouri. New Jer¬ 
sey. New York. Ohio. Pennsylvania. 
Wisconsin. Restricted to traffic originat¬ 
ing at the named origins and destined u> 
the named destinations. 

Not*.—H earing: June 21~July I. 

Court of Appeal*, Division 2. US. Courtbou , 
1961 Stout St., Denver. Colo 

No. MC 119789 <Sub-No. 3S4>, fiW 
March 31. 1977. Applicant: CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED CAROO. INC.. r.O. 
Box 6188. Dallas. Tex. 75222. Applicant* 
representative: Ralph W. Pulley. Jf- 
4555 First National Bank Building. Dal¬ 
las. Tex. 75202. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meats and meat products, from 
Dallas and Port Worth. Tex., to po 
in Alabama. Georgia. South Carolina 
North Carolina. Florida. Virginia, M»D- 


FEOERAl REGISTER. VOL 42. NO. 102—THURSOAV, MAY 26, 1977 







NOTICES 


27093 


land. Pennsylvania. New Jersey and 
•Massachusetts, restricted to traffic orig¬ 
inating at the plantsite, warehouse and 
storage facilities utilized by Supreme 
Beef Processors, Inc. and Supreme Beef 
Company. 

gorr. — If S bearing is deemed neceaaary, 
lhe applicant request* It be held at either 
Delta*. Tex. or Washington, D.C. 

No MC 120257 (Sub-No. 36), filed April 
19. 1977 Applicant: K. L. BREEDEN k 
SONS, INC.. 401 Alamo Street. Terrell. 
Texas 75160. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive Bernard H. English. 6270 Firth 
Road. Fort Worth. Texas 76116. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car- 
tier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes transporting roofing materials, 
composition shingles, rolled roofing, roof¬ 
ing compounds and accessories from the 
piontsite and storage facilities of Elk 
Corporation at or near Stephens, Ark., 
and Camden. Ark., to points in Alabama. 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Oklahoma, Ken¬ 
tucky. Tennessee and Texas. 

Kon - XI a hearing la deemed neceaaary. 
U» applicant request* It he held at either 
Dallas. Tex. or Little Rock. Ark. 

No. MC 120078 (Sub-No. 16). filed 
April 25. 1077. Applicant: REINHART 
MAYER dba MAYER TRUCK LINE. 
1203 South Riverside Drive, Jamestown. 
North Dakota 58401. Applicant's repre- 
•entauve: Qene P. Johnson. 425 Gate 
City Building. P.O. Box 2471. Fargo. 
North Dakota 58102. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: dry fertilizer and dry fer - 
tfifar ingredients, from Clara City and 
Gluek. Minnesota to points in North 
Dakota. 

Norr—Applicant hold* contract carrier 
authority tn No. MC 128217 and aubnumbera 
thereunder, therefore dual operations may 
be involved. If a hearing la deemed neces- 
•wy. applicant requests that It be held at 
Rfgo, North Dakota or Minneapolis. Minne- 


No. MC 123233 <8ub-No. 68>. filed 
“Well 24, 1977. Applicant: PROVOST 
CARTAGE. INC., 7887 Grenachc 8tre€t. 
VUIe d' .Anjou Quebec. Canada H1J 1C4. 
Applicant’s representative: J. P. Ver- 
jwtte (same address as applicant). Au- 
“>ortty sought to operate as a common 
Cffr y* er - hy motor vehicle, over irregular 
transporting: Liquid sugar, in 
in tank vehicles, from the Ports of 
«Hry on the International Boundary 
une between the United States and Can- 
*7* located in New York and Vermont to 
joints in Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
wew York, and Vermont, restricted to 
r* transportation of traffic having an 
“Qmeabite prior movement in foreign 
~ mmerce in through, single-line, local 
movement. 


Norr*— if a hearing La deemed neccsaar 
S? Whcani request* It be held at elth 

■totitpelicr. Vt„ or Albany. N.Y. 

til 0 . MC 123272 <Sub-No. 12). ftl< 
29. 1977. Applicant: PAS 

INC.. 9651 8outh Ewing Av 
ur Chicago, Illinois 60617. Appffcanl 
representative: Joseph M. Scanlan, 1 


West Washington 8treet, Chicago, Illi- 
nois 60602. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting Clay 
and Clay Products from OchJocknee, 
Georgia, to points in the States of Texas, 
Oklahoma. Kansas and Missouri. 

None.—Common control may be Involved. 
If * hearing La deemed neceaaary. the Appli¬ 
cant request* that It be held at either Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. or Atlanta. Gtv 

No. MC 123387 <8ub-No. 7). filed 
April 20. 1077. Applicant: E. E. HENRY, 
1023 Sparrow Road. Chesapeake. Va. 
23320. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam P. Jackson. Jr., 3426 North Wash¬ 
ington Boulevard. Post Office Box 1267, 
Arlington. Va. 22210. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Malt beverages, from Norfolk, 
Va., to points in Texas, Arkansas, Penn¬ 
sylvania. Ohio, Illinois. Indiana, Wiscon¬ 
sin. and Michigan: and (2) Empty malt 
beverage containers, from points in 
Texas, Arkansas. Pennsylvania. Ohio. 
Illinois. Indiana. Wisconsin, and Michi¬ 
gan. to Norfolk. Va. 

Not*. —Common control nmy be Involved. 
If a hearing Is deemed noceesary. the appli¬ 
cant request* it be held at Norfolk. Va. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. 368), filed 
April 22. 1077. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT, INC., . South Haven 
Square, U.S. Highway 6* Valparaiso. In¬ 
diana 46383. Applicant’s representative: 
H. E. Miller, Jr. (same address as appli¬ 
cant) . Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Prefabri¬ 
cated buildings, knocked down, and parts 
and materials used in the construction of 
the above from Englewood. Colorado, to 
points in Arkansas. Arizona, Idaho, Iowa. 
Louisiana. Minnesota. Missouri, Mon¬ 
tana. North Dakota, Utah, and Wyoming. 

Not*. —Common control may be Involved, 
If a hearing la deemed neceaaary, applicant 
requests that It be held at Denver. Colorado. 

No. MC 123681 (Sub-No. 33), filed 
March 28. 1077 Applicant: WIDING 
TRANSPORTATION. INC.. P.O. Box 
03159, Portland. Oregon 97203, Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: David C. White, 
2400 SW. Fourth Avenue, Portland, Ore¬ 
gon 97201. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over Irregular routes, transporting: Sul¬ 
phuric acid , in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from East Helena. Montana, to points 
in Colorado, Idaho, Minnesota. North 
Dakota. Oregon. South Dakota. Utah. 
Washington, and Wyoming. 

Not*. —If a hearing la deemed neceaaary, 
applicant request* that It be held tn 8an 
Fmnctaoo, Calif. 

No. MC 123812 (Sub-No. 4). filed AprU 
25, 1977. Applicant: SULLIVAN 

FREIOHT LINES, INC., P.O. Box 276, 
U.S. 11 By-Pass. Athens, TN 37303. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Blaine Bu¬ 
chanan. 1024 James Building, Chatta¬ 
nooga. TN 37402. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Trailers and Trailer Chassis 


(except those designed to be drawn by 
passenger automobiles) and trailer con¬ 
verter dollies in initial movements in 
truckaway and towaway service, from 
points In McMinn County, Term., to 
points in all of the United 8tates, includ¬ 
ing Alaska but excluding Hawaii, (2) 
Trailers and Trailer Chassis (except 
those designed to be drawn by passenger 
automobiles) and trailer converter dollies 
in secondary movements in truckaway 
and towaway service, from points in Mc¬ 
Minn County, Tenn., to points in all of 
the United States, including Alaska but 
excluding Hawaii, <3> Motor vehicle bod¬ 
ies , packer bodies, lift gates, containers , 
and hoists, between points in McMinn 
County, Tenn., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in all of the United 
States, including Alaska, but excluding 
Hawaii, and (4) Materials, supplies, com¬ 
ponents, and equipment used in the man¬ 
ufacture. assembly, or servicing of the 
commodities described in (1), (2). and 
(3) above, between points in McMinn 
County, Tenn., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in all of the United 
8tates, Including Alaska, but excluding 
Hawaii. 

Not*. —If a bearing I* deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Knox¬ 
ville. Tenn.. Washington. D.C., or Milwaukee. 
Win. 

No. MC 124004 (Sub-No. 40), filed 
AprU 19. 1977. Applicant: RICHARD 
DAHN, INC., 620 West Mountain Road. 
Sparta, N.J. 07871. AppUcant's repre¬ 
sentative: George A. OLsen, 69 Tonnele 
Ave., Jersey City, N.J. 07306. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Soda Ash. In bulk, from 
Solvay. N.Y. to Points In Virginia. 

Not*. —If a hearing La deemed necessary, 
the applicant request* that it be held at 
either New York, N.Y. or Washington. D C. 

No MC 124211 (Sub-No. 290), filed 
AprU 12, 1977. Applicant: HILT TRUCK 
LINE. INC., Post Office Box 988. D.T.8.. 
Omaha, Nebr. 68101. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Thomas L Hilt (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier , by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Such commodities as arc dealt in 
and used by manufacturers and distribu¬ 
tors of irrigation systems and their com¬ 
ponent parts and accessories, between 
points In Douglas and Platte Counties, 
and Omaha. Nebr., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii), restricted 
against the transportation of traffic orig¬ 
inating at or destined to the facilities of 
Valmont Industries. Inc., located at or 
near Valley. Nebr. 

Not*. —Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing is docmed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at Omaha. Nebr. 

No. MC 124211 (Sub-No. 291). filed 
AprU 27. 1977. Applicant: HILT TRUCK 
LINE. INC., P.O. Box 988, D.T.6., Omaha, 
Nebr. 68101. Applicant's representative: 
Thomas L. Hilt (same address as ap¬ 
plicant) . Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting; Such 
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commodities as arc dealt \n and used by 
banking and financial institutions, be¬ 
tween points in the United States in and 
east of the western boundaries of Min¬ 
nesota, Iowa, Nebraska. Missouri. Arkan¬ 
sas. and Louisiana (except between points 
In Fremont. Mills. Montgomery. Page, 
and Pottawattamie Counties, Iowa, on 
the one hand. and. on the other, points 
in Nebraska!. 

Non.—Common control may be Involved. 
If a hearing U deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at either Lincoln or 
Omaha. Nebr. 

No. MC 124328 <Sub-No. 112), filed 
April 22. 1977. Applicant; BRINK S INC. 
One Crossroads of Commerce. Suite 710, 
Algonquin Road and Route 53. Rolling 
Meadows, m. 60008. Applicants repre¬ 
sentative: Chandler L. van Orman. 704 
Southern Building. Washington. D.C. 
20005. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract currier . by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Coin and 
currency. between 8eattle. Wash, and 
points in Idaho, under a continuing con¬ 
tract. or contracts, with banks and bank¬ 
ing institutions. 

Non.—If a hearing la deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Seattle. Wash., or Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 124511 (Sub-No. 31). filed April 
20. 1977. Applicant: JOHN F. OLIVER. 
P.O. Box 223. E. Highway 54. Mexico, Mo. 
65265. Applicant's representative: Leon¬ 
ard R. Kofkin. 39 South LaSalle Street. 
Chicago, Ill. 60603. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Iron and steel articles and build- 
ing and construction materials, from the 
plantsite and facilities of Penn-Dixie 
Steel Corporation at Kokomo. Ind.. to 
points in Illinois located on and south of 
Illinois Highway 116 and those in Cook. 
Will. DuPage, and Lake Counties. 111.: 
and (2) materials and supplies used in 
the manufacture and distribution of the 
above commodities. from points in Illi¬ 
nois to the plantsite and facilities of 
Penn-Dixie Steel Corporation at Ko¬ 
komo, Ind. 

Nora.—If a hearing la deemed necesoary, 
applicant requests that it be held at Chicago, 
ILL 

No. MC 124511 (Sub-No. 31). filed April 
20, 1977. Applicant: JOHN F. OLIVER. 
P.O. Box 223. E. Highway 54, Mexico, Mo. 
65265. Applicant's representative: Leon¬ 
ard R. Kofkin. 39 South LaSalle Street, 
Chicago. Ill. 60603. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: <1> Iron and steel articles and build¬ 
ing and construction materials, from the 
plantsite and facilities of Penn-Dixie 
Steel Corporation at Kokomo, Ind., to 
points in Illinois located on and south of 
Illinois Highway 116 and those In Cook, 
Will. DuPage, and Lake Counties. Illi¬ 
nois; and (2) materials and supplies used 
tn the manufacture and distribution of 
the above commodities, from points in 
Illinois to the plantsite and facilities of 
Penn-Dixle Steel Corporation at Ko¬ 
komo. Ind. 


Not*.—I f a hearing U deemed necessary, 
applicant request* that It be held at Chicago, 
lit 

No. MC 124679 (Sub-No. 76). filed 
April 1,1977. Applicant: C. R. ENGLAND 
ft 80NS. INC„ 975 West 2100 South. Salt 
Lake City. Utah 84119. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Daniel E. England. P.O. Box 
2465. 165 South West Temple. Salt Lake 
City. Utah 84110. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
Malt beverages, from Fairfield, Calif., to 
Cedar City. Logan. Moab. Price. Provo. 
Salt Lake City, and Tooele. Utah. 

Note. —Applicant holds contract carrier au¬ 
thority In various subs under MC 128813, 
therefore dual operations may be Involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the ap¬ 
plicant request I* U be held at Salt Lake City. 
Utah. 

No MC 125951 (Sub-No. 22). filed 
April 19. 1977. Applicant: 6ILVEY RE¬ 
FRIGERATED CARRIERS INC.. 7000 
West Center Road, Suite 325. Omaha. 
Nebr. 68106. Applicant’s representative: 
Arlyn L, Wcstergren, Suite 530, Univac 
Building. 7100 West Center Rond. 
Omaha. Nebr. 68106. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meats, meat products, meat by¬ 
products and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses as described in Sec¬ 
tions A and C of Appendix I to the 
Report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 tex¬ 
cept hides and commodities in bulk), 
from the pLantsites and storage facilities 
of Dubuque Packing Company at Deni¬ 
son. Iowa, to points in Connecticut. 
Delaware, Maine. Maryland. Massachu¬ 
setts. New Hampshire, New Jersey. New 
York. North Carolina. Pennsylvania. 
Rhode Island. Vermont. Virginia, West 
Virginia, and the District of Columbia: 
restricted to traffic originating at the 
named origin and destined to the named 
destinations. 

Nor*.—If a hearing U deemed necessary, 
applicant request* that It bo held at Omaha, 
Nebr. Applicant hold* contract carrier au¬ 
thority tn No. MC 135033: therefore dual 
operation* may be Involved. 

No. MC 128021 (Sub-No. 30) . filed 
April 20. 1977. Applicant: DIVERSIFIED 
TRUCKING CORP.. 309 Williamson 
Avenue, Opelika, Ala. 30801. Applicant's 
representative: Robert E. Tate. P.O. Box 
517. Evcrgeen, Ala. 36401. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: Charcoal . charcoal bri¬ 
quets. wood chips (not charred), char¬ 
coal lighter fluid (naphtha distillate), 
fire place logs, sawdust, wax impreg¬ 
nated, I'crmiculitc other than crude (ex¬ 
cept in bulk, in tank vehicles) from the 
plantsite of Kings ford Company and its 
warehouse at Belle, Mo., and Bland. Mo., 
to Illinois, Michigan. Tennessee, and 
Wisconsin, under a continuing contract, 
or contracts, with Kingsford Company. 

Note— -If a hearing in deemed necessary, 
tha applicant request* that It be held at 
Louisville. Ky . or 8t. Louis, Mo. Dual opera¬ 
tions may be Involved 


No. MC 128256 (Sub-No. 32). filed 
April 29. 1977. Applicant: o. w 

BLOSSER d b a BLOS8ER TRUCKING! 
215 N. Main Street, Middlebury, ind! 
46540. Applicant's representatives: Shel¬ 
don 811vennan and Marvin L. Szvm- 
kowicx. 1819 H Street NW.. No. MO. 
Washington, D.C. 20006. Authority 
sought to operate as a common earner 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting; Plastics and plastic arti¬ 
cles. materials, supplies and accessories 
used in the installation, sales and dis¬ 
tribution thereof, from Elkhart County. 
Ind., to points In the United States (ex¬ 
cept Alaska and Hawaii), and materials, 
supplies, and accessories used in the 
manufacture of plastics on return to 
Elkhart County. 

Note.—IX a hearing I* deemed necesaary, 
applicant request* It be held at Chicago 
Ill. or Indianapolis, Ind. 

No. MC 128273 (Sub-No. 259*. filed 
April 21, 1977. Applicant: MIDWEST¬ 
ERN DISTRIBUTION. INC., P.O. Box 
189. Fort Scott. Kans. 66701,. Applicant's 
representative: Eldcn Cor ban, P.O. Box 
189, Fort Scott, Kans. 66701. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes 
transporting: Toys and games and parts 
thereof, and advertising materials. when 
moving with toys and games, from 
Boooeviile, Ark„ to points in the United 
States in and east of Wisconsin. Illinois. 
Kentucky. Tennessee, and Mississippi 

Not*.— II a hearing la deemed necessary, 
tho applicant request* It be held *t cither 
Little Rock. Ark., or Washington. D C. 

No. MC 128527 (Sub-No. 80). filed 
April 27. 1977. Applicant: MAY TRUCK¬ 
ING CO., a corporation. P.O. Box 395. 
Payette. Idaho 83661. Applicant s repre¬ 
sentative: Edward G. Rawlc, 4635 South¬ 
west Lakcview Blvd.. Lake Oswego. Oreg. 
97034. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, tn the transportation of 
Axles and axle assemblies and compo- 
nents, from McMinnville, Oreg., to points 
in Ada. Canyon. Washington, and Pay¬ 
ette Counties, Idaho. 

Note.— Jt a hearing 1* deemed nece»*ry. 
the applicant request* U ba held at eiibcr 
Portland. Oreg-, or Boise, Idaho. 

No. MC 129301 (Sub-No. 6), filed April 
4. 1977. Applicant: ENGLISH ft SONS 
CORP., 412 Kingshighway. Thorofare. 
N.J. 08086. Applicant's representative: 
James H. Sweeney, P.O. Box 684. Wood¬ 
bury. N J. 80096. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a contract carrier . by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over Irregular routes, transporting: 
Plastic containers , from the plantsite 
and storage facilities of Uqui-Box Cor¬ 
poration, located at Thorofare, N.J.. je 
points in Delaware. Maryland, New York 
Pennsylvania, and the District of Colum¬ 
bia, under a continuing contract, or con¬ 
tracts, with Liqut-Box Corporation 

Not*.—T he purpose of thl* application!• 
to convert applicant’s common corner ou- 
thorlty to a contract carrier authority. Appu- 
cant hold* common carrier authorty in » 
135966. therefor* dual operation* may 
volved. If a hearing t* deemed necessorj, •£* 
pile out request* It b# held *t Philadelphia 
Pa. 
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NO MC 129455 <Sub-No. 18), filed 
April 4. 1977. Applicant: CARRETTA 
TRUCKINO, INC.. 301 May hill Street.’ 
Saddle Brook. N.J. 07662. Applicant’s 
xtpreM- ntaUve: Charles J. Williams. 1815 
Prout Street. Scotch Plains. N.J. 07076. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier , by motor vehicle, over ir- 
xtgulnr routes, transporting; Drugs, 
medicines, toilet preparations, pet sup¬ 
plies, pet products, and pet accessories 
<«ccpt in bulk). (1) from Cranbury. 
Lakewood, and Paramus, N.J., to Atlanta. 
Ga . and Jacksonville. Fla., and to points 
la Arizona, Colorado. California, Illinois, 
Indiana, Michigan. Ohio. Oregon. Ten¬ 
nessee. Texas, and Utah; and (2) in con¬ 
tainers or in trailers, having a prior 
movement by water, from Port Newark. 
N.J., to Paramus and Cranbury. N.J.. re¬ 
stricted in <i> and <2) above to a con¬ 
tinuing contract, or contracts, with Car- 
ter-Wallace, Inc., located at Cranbury. 
N.J. 

Korx—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
ipp!leant requests It h« held at New York. 
XT, or Newark. N.J. 

No MC 133492 (Sub-No. 15). filed 
Apnl 25. 1977. Applicant: CECIL CLAX- 
TON, Box 7. Route 3. Wrtghtsvllle, Oa. 
81096. Applicant's representative: Ron- 
tM K. Kollns, 1055 Thomas Jefferson 
Street NW.. Washington. D.C. 20007. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Wine (not in bulk), 
from Tampa, Fla., to Savannah, Bruns¬ 
wick. Albany. Columbus, Macon. Dublin, 
Augusta. Atlanta, Athens, and Rome, Qa. 

Non—If a hearing la deemed necessary, 
the applicant request* it be held at Atlanta, 

0 a 

No MC 133566 (Sub-No. 80). filed 
April 25. 1977. Applicant: GANOLOFF * 
DOWNHAM TRUCKING CO.. INC.. P.O. 
Box 479. Logansport, Ind. 46947. Appli¬ 
cants representative: Charles W. Bein- 
bauer. Suite 1573, One World Trade Cen¬ 
ter. New York. N.Y. 10048. Authority 
Knight to operate as common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Non-frozen foodstuffs In 
lehtcles equipped with mechanical re¬ 
frigeration (except commodities In bulk, 
hi tank vehicles) . from the plantsite and 
borage facilities of Duffy-Mott Com¬ 
pany. Inc., located at or near Hamlin and 
Williamson, N.Y.. to points In Colorado. 
DllnoLv Indiana. Iowa. Kentucky. Michi¬ 
gan. Minnesota, Nebraska, and Wiscon¬ 
sin, restricted to traffic originating at the 
above named origin and destined to 
Points in the named destination states. 

^ 0Tr —It a hearing 1* deemed necessary. 
JPpUram request* It be held at New York. 
*T, or Newark, NJ. 

No. MC 133689 (Sub-No. 119). filed 
APfil 4. 1977. Applicant: OVERLAND 
ppRES8. INC.. 719 First St. 8W.. New 
Brighton, Minn. 55112. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Robert P. Sack, P.O. Box 6010. 
West st Paul, Minn. 55118. Authority 
•ought to operate as a common carrier . 
J* m °!or vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting; Bicycles, tricycles and 
torts and accessories thereof < except 


commodities in bulk), from Celina, Ohio 
to points In Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota. 
Missouri. Nebraska, North Dakota, South 
Dakota, and Wisconsin. 

None.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Minneapolis. 
Minn. 

No. MC 133897 < Sub-No. 1 >. filed April 
4, 1977. Applicant: MILLVILLE 

TRUCKING CO.. INC., P.O. Box 181. 
Millville. N.J. 08332. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Theodore Polydoroff. 1250 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington. 
D.C. 20036. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over Irregular routes, transporting: In¬ 
dustrial sand, gravel , and clay, from the 
plantsite and shipping facilities of New 
Jersey Silica Sand Company, located at 
or near Millville, N.J.. to points in Maine, 
Massachusetts. New Hampshire. Rhode 
Island. Vermont. Virginia, and West Vir¬ 
ginia. and points in Bucks, Berks, Car¬ 
bon. Chester. Delaware. Lehigh, Luzerne. 
Monroe. Montgomery. Northampton, 
Philadelphia. Pike, and Schuylkill Coun¬ 
ties, Pa., under a continuing contract, or 
contracts, with New Jersey Silica Sand 
Company, restricted against transporta¬ 
tion to the plantsite of Fairlcss Works of 
United States Steel Corp.. located at 
Palls Township, and Bucks County. Pa. 

Notf*.—If a hearing l* deemed necessary, 
applicant request* it be held at Washington. 
D.C. 

No. MC 134280 < Sub-No. 22 L filed 
April 25. 1977. Applicant: ILLINI EX¬ 
PRESS. INC., P.O. Box 1564. Sioux City. 
Iowa 51102. Applicant’s representative: 
Charles J. Kimball. 350 Capitol Life 
Center, Denver. Colo. 80203. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meat, meat products, meat 
by-products, and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses, as described In Sec¬ 
tions A and C of Appendix I to the report 
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certif¬ 
icates. 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, (except 
commodities in bulk), from the plantsite 
and/or warehouse facilities of Elm Hill 
Meats, Inc., at or near Lexington, Ky.. 
to points in the states of Connecticut, 
Delaware. Illinois. Indiana, Iowa. Kan¬ 
sas. Maryland. Massachusetts. Michigan. 
Minneosta. Missouri. Nebraska, New Jer¬ 
sey. New York. Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, Virginia, West Virginia. 
Wisconsin, and the District of Columbia. 
Restriction: Restricted to traffic origi¬ 
nating at the named origin and destined 
to the above-named destinations. 

Norrs.—If a hearing is deemed ncc*ft&*ry. 
applicant requenU it be held st either Loula- 
villa Ky.. or Cincinnati. Ohio. 

No. MC 134323 (Sub-No. 97 ►, filed 
April 26. 1977. Applicant: JAY LINES. 
INC . P.O. Box 30180. Amarillo. Tex. 
79120. Applicant’s representative: Gai- 
lyn L. Larsen. 521 South 14th Street. 
P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln. Nebr. 68501. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Automo¬ 
tive care and maintenance supplies, (1) 
from the facilities of or utilized by Un¬ 


ion Carbide Corporation, at or near 
Mauldin, S.C.. to points in Arkansas. 
Arizona. California. Colorado. Connecti¬ 
cut, Florida, Georgia. Illinois, Indiana. 
Kansas, Kentucky, Massachusetts, Mary¬ 
land, Michigan. Minnesota. Missouri. 
Nebraska, New Jersey. Nevada. New* 
York. Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, Penn¬ 
sylvania. Rhode Island. Tennessee. 
Texas, Utah. Virginia, Washington. 
Wisconsin, and West Virginia; (2) from 
the facilities of or utilized by Union 
Carbide Corporation, at or near Chicago 
and Danville. Ill., to points in the states 
specified in (1), above, except to points 
in Illinois; (3) from the facilities of or 
utilized by Union Carbide Corporation, 
at or near Holland and Owosso, Mich., 
to points in the states specified in (1), 
above, except to points in Michigan; and 
(4) from the facilities of or utilized by 
Union Carbide Corporation, at or near 
Camden and South Hackensack. N.J.. to 
points in the states specified in <1>, 
above, except to points in Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, Maryland. New Jersey, 
New York. Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, 
Tennessee, and Virginia, under a con¬ 
tinuing contract, or contracts, with 
Union Carbide Corp. 

Not*. —If a hearing 1* deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that It be held at New 
York City. N.Y., or Washington. DC. 

No. MC 134387 (Sub-No. 46), filed 
April 4. 1977. Applicant: BLACKBURN 
TRUCK LINES. INC., 4998 Branyon 
Avenue. South Oate, Calif. 90280. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Lucy Kennard 
Bell. 606 8outh Olive Street. Suite 825, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 90014. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Glass bottles and jars, less 
than one gallon in capacity, from points 
in Los Angeles and San Bernardino 
Counties, Calif., to points in Weber 
County, Utah. 

Not*. —If a hearing la deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that It be held at Lo* 
Angeles, Calif. 

No. MC 134404 (Sub-No. 34). filed 
. Applicant: AMERICAN 
TRANS-FREIGHT. INC., P.O. Box 
796, Manvllle, N J., 08835. Applicant’s 
representative: Eugene M. Malkin, 5 
World Trade Center. Suite 6193, New 
York, N.Y. 10048. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: (1) Brass, bronze. copper, pipe 
and tubing, brass and copper alloys . 
brass, bronze, copper and nickel prod¬ 
ucts, and copper billets, from Reading. 
Pa. to points in Tennessee and New* York 
and <2> metal scrap, fire brick, and ma¬ 
terials and supplies (except in bulk), 
used in the manufacture, sale and dis¬ 
tribution of the aforementioned com¬ 
modities. from the destination points 
named in (1) above, to Reading. Pa., 
under a continuing contract with Rend¬ 
ing Industries. Inc. 

Not*.—I f a hearing 1* deemed ncce«*ary. 
applicant requeats that It be held at New 
York. N.Y. or Wa*hington. DC. 
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No. MC 134477 <8ub-No. 157), filed 
April 1. 1977. Applicant: SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION. INC.. 5 West Men- 
dota Road. West 8t Paul. Minn. 55118. 
Applicant's representative: Robert P. 
Sack. P.O. Box 6010. West St. Paul. Minn. 
55118. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: A feats, 
meat product*, meat by-product* and 
articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses, as described in Sections A and 
C of Appendix I to the report in De¬ 
scriptions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 
61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from the faculties 
of Krey Packing Company. Inc., located 
at or near St. Louis, Mo., to points in 
Connecticut, Delaware. Illinois. Indiana. 
Iowa. Maine. Maryland. Massachusetts. 
Michigan. New Hampshire. New Jersey, 
New York, Ohio. Pennsylvania. Rhode 
Island. Vermont, Virginia, West Virginia, 
Wisconsin, and the District of Columbia, 
restricted to the transportation of ship¬ 
ments originating at the above described 
origin and destined to the above- 
described destination points. 

Not*. —If % hearing ti deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Minneap¬ 
olis. Minn 

No. MC 134477 (Sub-No. 160), filed 
April 21. 1977. Applicant: SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION. INC.. 5 West Men- 
dota Road. West St. Paul. Minnesota 
55118. Applicant's representative: Rob¬ 
ert P. Sack. P.O. Box 6010. West 8t* 
Paul. MN 55118. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier. by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes transport¬ 
ing: Foodstuffs and bone chews (except 
commodities in bulk', from the plant- 
sites and facilities of Banna Division of 
Beatrice Foods Co. located at or near 
Cameron. Eau Claire, Menomonle, Ves¬ 
per, and Wisconsin Rapids, Wisconsin 
to points in Connecticut, Delaware, 
Maine, Maryland. Massachusetts. Mich¬ 
igan, New Hampshire. New Jersey. New 
York. Ohio, Pennsylvania. Rhode Island, 
Vermont, Virginia. West Virginia, and 
the District of Columbia. 

Not*.— If a hearing U deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that U be held at Min¬ 
neapolis, Minnesota. 

No. MC 134477 (Sub-No. 163), filed 
April 20. 1977. Applicant: SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION. INC.. 5 West Men- 
dota Road. West St. Paul. Minnesota 
55118. Applicant's representative: Rob¬ 
ert P. Sack. P.O. Box 6010. West St. 
Paul. Minnesota 55118. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Fresh and processed pork, from 
Dayton and Washington Court House. 
Ohio to Oreen Bay. Wisconsin: Dea 
Moines. Iowa; Hopkins. Minnesota: and 
Forgo and Bismarck. North Dakota. 

Non*.—If a hearing Is deemed neceaaary. 
applicant requests it be held at Columbus. 
Ohio. 

No. MC 134755 (Sub-No. 99). filed 
April 4. 1977. Applicant; CARTER EX¬ 
PRESS. INC.. P.O. Box 3772. 8pringfleld, 
Missouri 65804. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Larry D. Knox. 900 Hubbcll Build¬ 


ing. Des Moines. Iowa 50309. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Foodstuffs (except in 
bulk), from Kansas City. Missouri, and 
Kansas City, Kansas, to points In West 
Virginia, Maryland. Delaware. Georgia, 
South Carolina, Kentucky, New Jersey. 
New York. Pennsylvania, Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, Vermont. New Hamp¬ 
shire. Rhode Island. Maine, Mississippi, 
Alabama. Tennessee. Louisiana. Missouri. 
Texas. Arkansas. Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, 
Michigan, and the District of Columbia. 

Nora—Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority In MC 138308 Sub-No. 2 and subs 
thereunder, therefore, dual operations may 
be involved. Common control may also be In- 
Involved. If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Kansas City. 
Mo. 

No. MC 134806 (Sub-No. 47), filed 
April 4.1977. Applicant: B-D- R TRANS¬ 
PORT. INC., P.O. Box 1277. BratUeboro. 
Vt. 05301. Applicant's representative: 
Francis J. Ortnian. 7101 Wisconsin Ave¬ 
nue. Suite 605. Washington. D.C. 20014. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier . by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Tennis 
shoes, from Boston, Mass., to Manches¬ 
ter, Conn., and the plantslte and ware¬ 
house facilities of AMF Head Division, 
located at points in Boulder County. 
Colo., under a continuing contract, or 
contracts, with AMF Head Division. 

Not*.—I f a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Boston, Mara. 

Na MC 134970 (Sub-No. 15). filed 
April 27. 1977. Applicant: UNZICKER 
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 35. El Paso, 
Illinois 61738. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: Michael J. Ogborn. P.O. Box 82028. 
Lincoln. Nebraska 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Canned goods, <1) From 
Gibson City, Hoopeston. and Rochelle, 
Illinois to points In Iowa, Michigan. Mis¬ 
souri. Minnesota, Ohio, West Virginia. 
Indiana, Kentucky, Tennessee, and Wis¬ 
consin; (2> From Tipton. Indiana to 
points in Illinois, Iowa, Michigan. Mis¬ 
souri. Ohio, West Virginia, Indiana. Ken¬ 
tucky. Minnesota. Tennessee, and Wis¬ 
consin; (3) From Indianapolis and Peru. 
Indiana to points in Illinois. Iowa, Ken¬ 
tucky, Minnesota, Missouri. Tennessee. 
West Virginia, and Wisconsin; (4 > From 
Croswdl. Micliigan to points in Illinois. 
Iowa, Michigan. Ohio, West Virginia. In¬ 
diana, Kentucky. Minnesota, Tennessee, 
and Wisconsin: (5) From Hart and 
Scottville. Michigan to points In Illinois. 
Indiana. Iowa, West Virginia, and Ten¬ 
nessee; <6> From Curtice. Norwalk and 
Paulding. Ohio to points in Illinois. Iowa. 
Michigan. Ohio, West Virginia, Indiana. 
Kentucky, Minnesota, Tennessee, and 
Wisconsin: (7) From Cumberland. Fred¬ 
eric. and Plymouth. Wisconsin to points 
in Illinois, Iowa, Michigan. Ohio, West 
Virginia. Indiana, Kentucky. Minnesota. 
Tennessee, and Wisconsin; and (8) 
From Appleton. Columbus, and Horicon. 
Wisconsin to points in Indiana, Illinois. 
Iowa. Ohio. West Virginia. Kentucky, 
Minnesota. Tennessee, and Wisconsin. 


Not*,—C ommon control may be Involve 
If a hearing U deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant request* it be held at Indianapolis, ind 

No. MC 135078 (Sub-No, 11) (correc¬ 
tion). filed November 19. 1976, and pub¬ 
lished in Federal Register issue of Jan¬ 
uary 27. 1977. and republished this issue. 
Applicant; AMERICAN TRANSPORT. 
INC. 7850 Street, Omaha. Ncbr 
68127. Applicant's representative Fred¬ 
erick J. Coffman. 521 South 14th Street, 
P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln. Nebr. 68501 Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreKuhr 
routes, transporting: (l)(a) Floor cov¬ 
ering and floor tile. from Lancaster. Pa. 
to points in Arizona, Arkansas, Califor¬ 
nia. Colorado. Idaho. Iowa. Kansas, 
Louisiana, Missouri. Montana. Nebraska 
New Mexico. Nevada. Oklahoma, Ore¬ 
gon. South Dakota. Texas. Washington. 
Wyoming, and Utah; <b) carpet, tram 
Ware. Mass., to points in Arteonn, Ar¬ 
kansas, California, Colorado, Idaho, 
Iowa. Kansas. Louisiana, Missouri. Mon¬ 
tana. Nebraska, New Mexico. Nevada. 
Oklahoma. Oregon. South DakotA, Tex¬ 
as. Utah. Washington, and Wyoming 
<c) carpet lining. from Derby and Shel¬ 
ton. Conn., to points in Arizona. Arkan¬ 
sas, California, Colorado, Idaho. Iowa 
Kansas, Louisiana. Missouri. Moutana. 
Nebraska, Nevada. New Mexico, Okla¬ 
homa. Oregon. South Dakota. Texas, 
Utah. Washington, and Wyoming: re¬ 
stricted in ports (a), tb), and (c> above 
to traffic originating at the named ori¬ 
gins and destined to the named destina¬ 
tion states. (2) new finished furniture. 
from Taylor and Son Marcos, Tex., to 
points in Alabama, Arkansas. Colorado, 
Florida. Georgia. Illinois. Indiana. Iowa 
Kansas. Kentucky. Louisiana. Mary land. 
Massachusetts. Michigan, Minnesota. 
Mississippi. Missouri. Nebraska, New 
Jersey. New York. North Carolina. Ohio, 
Oklahoma. Pennsylvania. Tennessee. 
Virginia, and West Virginia, restricted 
to traffic moving from the facilities of 
Kerr-Ben Furniture Manufacturing 
Company. Inc., a subsidiary of Wilton 
Volkcr & Company and destined to the 
named destination states. 

(3) Carpeting and rugs, from points in 
Laurens County. Ga.. Washington Coun¬ 
ty. Miss., and DOlou County. S.C. to 
points in Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri. Ar¬ 
kansas, Louisiana. Texas, Oklahoma, 
Kansas. Nebraska. South Dakota, North 
Dakota, Montana. Wyoming. Colorado. 
New Mexico, Arizona. Utah, Idaho. Ne¬ 
vada. California, Oregon, and Washing¬ 
ton. restricted to traffic originating a* 
the named origins and destined to the 
named destination states; <4> floor cor - 
ering, floor tile, carpet padding and lin¬ 
ing. and materials, equipment and sup¬ 
plies used in the installation thereof* 
from Anaheim and South Gate, Cam. 
to points in Washington. Oregon. Idaho. 
Nevada Utah, Arizona. Montana. Wy¬ 
oming. Colorado, New Mexico. Nebraska 
Kansas. Oklahoma, Texas. Iowa. Mis¬ 
souri, Arkansas, and Louisiana, restrict¬ 
ed to traffic originating at the named 
origins and destined to the named des¬ 
tination states; <5> new furniture , 
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o*t*d, from Taylor and San Marco*. 
Tex. to points in Arizona. California. 
Idaho Montana. Nevada. New Mexico, 
Korib Dakota. Oregon. South Dakota. 
Utah. Washington, and Wyoming, re¬ 
stricted to traffic originating at the 
xuuned origins and destined to the named 
destination states; (6) window rollers, 
Oats, window shades, shutters, and roller 
ixturcs. from Ogdcnsburg, N.Y.; and 
Chicago. HI., to points in California. Col¬ 
orado Missouri. Nebraska. Oregon. Tex- 
a* Utah, and Washington, restricted to 
traffic originating at the named origins 
and destined to the named destination 
states: (7) floor covering and rugs, from 
Crow Agency. Mont.; to points In Wash¬ 
ington. Oregon, California. Idaho. Ne- 
tada. Utah, Arizona. Wyoming. Colo¬ 
rado. New Mexico. South Dakota. 
Nebraska. Kansas. Oklahoma, Texas. 
Iowa Missouri, and Louisiana, restricted 
to traffic originating at the named ori¬ 
gins and destined to the named destina¬ 
tion states. 

($i New unfinished furniture , (a) from 
Loveland. Colo.; to points in New Mexico 
tnd Texas; and <b> from Spangle. 
Wash .. to points in Montana. Utah, and 
Idaho, restricted in (a> and (b) above 
to traffic originating at the named ori¬ 
gins and destined to the named destina¬ 
tion states, (9) new finished furniture, 
from Portland, Oreg.; to points in Mis¬ 
souri. Kansas, Nebraska. Idaho. Mon¬ 
tana. Colorado. Utah. California, Ari- 
Moi, New Mexico. Texas. Oklahoma, 
Washington, and Nevada, restricted to 
traffic originating at the named origins 
and destined to the named destination 
states; (10) (a) bed frames and acces- 
tories, from Benicia, Calif., to points tn 
Washington, Montana. New Mexico, 
Arizona. Texas, Oregon. Colorado. Idaho, 
and Utah: and fb) carpet tacking strip 
end materials and equipment used for 
the installation of carpet, from City of 
Industry and Los Angeles, Calif.; to 
points in New Mexico. Colorado. Texas. 
Oklahoma. Idaho. Utah, Arizona. Kan- 
Missouri, Louisiana, and Nebraska, 
restricted in parts (a) and <b> to traffic 
originating at the named origins and 
destined to the named destination states; 
Ul) floor covering, floor tile and rugs, 
from the facilities of William Volker & 
£«npany located at or near Merced. 
Csllf ; to ix>ints In Washington. Oregon. 
Neruda Idaho. Utah. Arizona. Montana. 
Wyoming, Colorado. New Mexico. South 
Jhkota, Nebraska, Kansas. Oklahoma. 
***** Iowa. Missouri. Arkansas, and 
jtoulsiana. restricted to traffic originat¬ 
or at the named origin and destined to 
jh* named destination states; *12) new 
furniture, from the facilities of 
William Volker & Company located at or 
fc*r Cameron. Tex., to points in Arkan- 
jw. Colorado. Iowa. Kansas. Louisiana, 
JBssouri. Nebraska. New Mexico, and 
J*Ohoma, restricted to traffic origin a t- 
named origin and destined to 
named destination states: (IS) floor 
Wertag. floor tile, carpet padding . and 
ttJTPcf lining . from Milwaukee. Wis.. and 
kfcertyviUe. Waukegan, and Kankakee. 

*° Points tn Iowa, Kansas, Mlnne- 
***- Missouri, Nebraska, and South 


Dakota, restricted to traffic originating 
at the named origins and destined to the 
named destination states. 

(14) New finished furniture, from 
Canby. Oreg„ to points in Arizona, Cali¬ 
fornia, Colorado. Idaho, Kansas, Mis- 
softri. Montana. Nebraska. Nevada. New 
Mexico. Oklahoma, South Dakota. Texas, 
Utah. Washington, and Wyoming, re¬ 
stricted to traffic originating at the 
named origins and destined to the 
named destination states; (15) such 
commodities , as are dealt in and used 
by manufacturers and wholesalers of 
household furnishings (except commodi¬ 
ties in bulk, commodities which because 
of their size or weight require special 
equipment for loading and unloading, 
lumber and construction and building 
materials), between points In Arizona. 
Arkansas, California, Colorado. Idaho. 
Illinois. Iowa. Kansas, Louisiana. Minne¬ 
sota. Mississippi. Missouri. Montana. Ne¬ 
braska, Nevada, New Mexico. North 
Dakota. Oklahoma. Oregon. South Da¬ 
kota, Texas, Utah. Washington, and 
Wyoming; restricted to traffic originat¬ 
ing at and/or destined to the suppliers, 
customers or facilities or/or utilized by 
William Volker & Company ; (16) carpet 
padding and materials and supplies used 
In the installation of carpet padding 
(except commodities in bulk), from 
Grafton. W. Va.. and Dyersburg. Tenn.. 
to points in Arizona, Arkansas. Cali¬ 
fornia. Colorado. Idaho. Iowa, Kansas. 
Louisiana, Missouri. Montana. Nebraska. 
Nevada, New Mexico. Oklahoma. Oregon, 
South Dakota. Texas, Utah. Washing¬ 
ton. and Wyoming; restricted to traffic 
originating at the named origins and 
destined to the named 3estlnatlon states; 
and < 17) carpet lining and padding, from 
Norfolk, Va., to points In Colorado. Iowa, 
Kansas. Louisiana. Missouri. Nebraska. 
New Mexico. Oklahoma, and Texas, re¬ 
stricted to traffic originating at the 
named origins and destined to the named 
destination states. 

Not*.—T his application Is being repub¬ 
lic bed to indicate applicant's correct request 
far authority. The purpose of this applica¬ 
tion la to convert applicant’s contract car¬ 
rier authority to common. Applicant holds 
contract carrier authority In MC 135007 and 
fruba thereunder, therefore dual operation* 
may be Involved. If a hearing la deemed 
necessary. the applicant requests it be held 
at San Franc loco. Calif., or Omaha. Ncbr. 

No. MC 135221 (Sub-No. 5), filed April 
19. 1977». Applicant: DICK SIMON 
TRUCKINO, INC.. 3700 South 4355 
West, Salt Lake City. Utah 84120. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Irene Warr, 430 
Judge Bldg.. Salt Lake City, Utah 84111. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier by motor vehicle Irregular routes, 
transporting: Ground beef patties , 
in vehicles equipped with mechanical 
refrigeration, from the plantslte of Otto 
A Sons. Inc., located at West Jordan. 
Utah to Renton, Spokane, and Seattle. 
Wash., Stockton and San Jose. Calif., 
Portland. Oreg., Denver. Colo., Albuquer¬ 
que. N. Mex., Billings, Mont, and Boise, 
Idaho; and bulk boneless beef, in vehi¬ 
cles equipped with mechanical refriger¬ 
ation. from Boise. Idaho, Billings, Mont.. 
Albuquerque. N. Mex. Denver and Gree¬ 


ley. Colo., Portland, Oreg.. San Joae and 
Stockton. Calif.. Renton. Spokane, and 
Seattle. Wash., to the plantslte of Otto 
Si Sons. Inc. at West Jordan. Utah. 

Not*. —Applicant hold* contract currier 
authority in No Me 143850. therefore dual 
operations may be Involved. If a hearing Is 
deemed necessary, the applicant requests It 
be held at Salt Lake City. Utah or Washing¬ 
ton, DC. 

No. MC 135236. Sub No. 17, filed April 
22, 1977. Applicant: Logan Trucking, 
Inc., 801 Erie Avenue. Logans port. Indi¬ 
ana. Applicant's representative: Donald 
W. Smith, Suite 2465, One Indiana 
Square, Indianapolis. Ind. 46204. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes transporting wine, and liquors 
(except In bulk) from points in New 
York and New Jersey to points in Arkan¬ 
sas. Indiana, Illinois. Iowa Kansas. Ken¬ 
tucky, Louisiana Michigan, Minnesota. 
Mississippi. Missouri. Ohio. Oklahoma, 
Tennessee, Texas and Wisconsin. 

Nqro.—If a hearing U deemed neceaeary. 
the applicant request* that U be held at 
either New York. N.Y. or Washington, D.C, 

No. MC 135236 <Sub-No. 18). filed 
April 25. 1977. Applicant: LOO AN 

TRUCKINO. INC., 801 Erie Avenue. Lo¬ 
gans port, Ind.. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: Donald W. Smith. Suite 2465, One 
Indiana Square, Indianapolis, Ind.. 
46204. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier. by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes transporting malt bever¬ 
ages from the plantsltes of Cham pale. 
Inc. at Trenton. New Jersey and Norfolk, 
Virginia to points in Arizona, Arkansas. 
California, Idaho, Kansas. Mississippi, 
New Mexico. Utah and Wyoming. 

Not*.— If a hearing 1* deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 

No. MC 135410 (Sub-No. 11 >, filed 
April 1. 1977. Applicant; COURTNEY J. 
MUNSON, doing business as MUNSON 
TRUCKINO. 700 South Main. Mon¬ 
mouth. Ill. 61462. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: Jack H. Blanshan. 205 West Touhy 
Avenue. Suite 200. Park Ridge, HI. 60068. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meat . meat prod¬ 
ucts. meat by-products and articles dis¬ 
tributed by meat packinghouses, as de¬ 
scribed In Sections A and C of Appendix 
I to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766 i except hides and commodities in 
bulk). from the plantaite and storage fa¬ 
cilities of Krey Packing Company, lo¬ 
cated at or near St. Louis. Mo , to points 
In Connecticut, Illinois. Indiana, Mary¬ 
land. Michigan. New Jersey, New York. 
Ohio. Pennsylvania and Vermont, re¬ 
stricted to traffic originating at the 
named origin and destined to the named 
destinations. 

Not*.—I f a hearing ii deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests U be held at St. Louis. 
Mo. 

No. MC 135425 (8ub-No. 24), filed 
April 19. 1977. Applicant: CYCLES 

LIMITED, a corporation. P.O. Box 5715, 
Jackson. Miss. 39208. Applicant's repre- 
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•sentativc; Morton E. Kiel. 8uite 6103, 5 
World Trade Center, New York, N.Y, 
10046. Authority nought to operate 
as a contract carrier. by motor vehicles, 
over Irregular routes, transporting: Such 
commodities as are dealt in by a manu¬ 
facturer of abrasives and abrasive pro¬ 
ducts and industrial materials and sup¬ 
plies. and materials, supplies and equip¬ 
ment used in the conduct of such busi¬ 
ness (except in tank vehicles), between 
Worcester. Mass., Watervliet. Granville 
and Buffalo, N.Y.. W. Memphis, Ark., 
Stephenville and Brownsville, Tex., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points In 
the United 8tales (except Alaska and 
Hawaii), under a continuing contract or 
contracts with the Norton Company. 

None .—It hearing U deemed necessary. ap¬ 
plicant request* that It be held in Worcester 
or Boston, Maas, 

No. MC 135684 (Sub-No. 31). filed 
Aprfi 4, 1977. Applicant: BASS TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO. INC.. P.O. Box 391, Old 
Croton Road. Flemlngton. N.J. 08822. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Herbert A. Du- 
bln. Federal Bar Building West, 1819 H 
Street. N.W., Suite 1030. Washington. 
D.C. 20006. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier. by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Plastic and plastic products . (except 
commodities in bulk >. from points in Los 
Angeles and Orange Counties, Calif., to 
points in Arizona. Colorado. Idaho. 
Montana. Nevada. New Mexico. Texas. 
Utah and Wyoming. 

Notv, —Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC 87720 and auba thereunder, 
therefore dual operation* may be Involved - 
If a hearing t» deemed nccewary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washing ton, D.C. 

MC 135684 <8ub-No. 34), filed April 25. 
1977. Applicant: BASS TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION CO.. INC.. P.O. Box 391. Old 
Croton Road. Flemlngton. N.J. 08822. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Herbert Alan 
Dubin, Suite 1030. 1819 H Street. N.W., 
Washington. D.C. 20006. Authority sought 
to operate as a coni mo n carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meats, meat products, meat by¬ 
products and articles distributed by meat 
packing houses as described in sections 
A is C of Appendix I to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates 61 M.C.C. 209 St 766 from Denver 
and Sterling. Colo, to points in Arizona. 
California. Connecticut. Delaware. Illi¬ 
nois. Indiana. Kentucky. Maine. Mary¬ 
land. Massachusetts, Michigan. New 
Hampshire. New’ Jersey, New York, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island. Vermont. 
Virginia, West Virginia, and the District 
of Columbia. 

Not*.—A pplleant holds contract carrier 
authority In MC 87720 and suba thereunder, 
therefore dual operation* may be involved. 
Hearing commencing June 21. 1977 at Den¬ 
ver. Colo. 

No. MC 135779 (8ub-No 6>, filed 
April 20. 1977. Applicant BALDWIN 
TRUCKING. INC., 192 98th Avenue, 
Oakland. California 94603. Applicant’s 
representative: M. C. Leiden. Griffiths 
and Leiden. 1182 Market Street. Suite 
207, San Francisco. California 94102. 


NOTICES 

Authority sought to operate os a com¬ 
mon carrier by motor vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Palletized 
empty tin cans, from the plants of Del 
Monte Corporation located at Sacra¬ 
mento and Oakland, California, to Med¬ 
ford. Oregon, and from the plant of Del 
Monte Corporation located at Sacra¬ 
mento. California to Salem, Oregon. 

Norv.—If a hearing U deemed necessary, 
applicant request* it be held In Oakland or 
San Francisco, California. 

No. MC 135874 (Sub-No. 76). filed 
April 1, 1977. Applicant: LTL PERISH¬ 
ABLES. INC.. 550 East Fifth Street 
South. South 8t. Paul, Minn. 55075. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Samuel Ruben- 
stein. 301 North Fifth Street. Minne¬ 
apolis, Minn. 55403. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier . by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meats, meat products and meat by¬ 
products. and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses, as described in Sec¬ 
tions A and C of Appendix I to the re¬ 
port in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (ex¬ 
cept hides and commodities in bulk), 
from Dayton and Washington Court 
House. Ohio, to ports of entry on the 
International Boundary' line between the 
United States and Canada, located at or 
near Pembina. N. Dak.: Noyes, Minn.: 
Blaine. Wash.; Buffalo. N.Y.; Houlton. 
Maine; and Sweetgrass, Mont., and des¬ 
tined to points in Winnipeg, Man., Van¬ 
couver. B.C., Toronto, Ont., and Monc¬ 
ton, N^.. Canada. 

Notv. —Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing U deemed necessary. Applicant 
request* It be held at Columbus. Ohio 

No. MC 135874 (Sub-No. 78). filed 
April 1, 1977. Applicant: LTL PERISH¬ 
ABLES. INC., 550 East Fifth Street 
South, South St. Paul, Minn. 55075. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Samuel Ruben- 
stein. 301 North Fifth Street, Minne¬ 
apolis, Minn. 55403. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meats, meat products and meat by¬ 
products and articles distributed by meat 
packinghouses, as described in Sections A 
and C of Appendix I to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates. 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except 
hides and commodities in bulk), from 
Dayton and Washington Court House, 
Ohio, to Green Bay, Wis.: Des Moines, 
Iowa; Hopkins. Minn.: and Fargo and 
Bismarck. N. Dak. 

Non.—Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing la deemed necessary, applicant 
request* It be held at Columbus. Ohio 

No MC 135874 (Sub-No. 85>. filed 
April 14. 1977. Applicant: L.TX. Perish¬ 
ables, Inc., 550 East 5th Street South, 
South 8t. Paul, Minnesota 55075. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Donald L. Stem. 
530 Unlvac Building. 7100 W. Center 
Road, Omaha. Nebraska 68106. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier. by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: meat, meat prod¬ 
ucts, meat by-products and articles dis¬ 
tributed by meat packinghouses as de¬ 
scribed in Sections A and C of Appendix I 


to the Report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates 61 M C.C. 209 and 
266 (except hides and commodities m 
bulk in tank vehicles), from the plam- 
aite and storage facilities of Flavoiland 
Industries, Inc.. Denver. Colorado to 
points in Connecticut, Delaware. Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa. Kansas. Kentucky, Marne 
Maryland. Massachusetts. Michigan 
Minnesota. Missouri, Nebraska. Ne* 
Hampshire. New Jersey, New York. North 
Dakota. Ohio. Pennsylvania. Rhode is¬ 
land. South Dakota. Vermont. Virginia, 
West Virginia, Wisconsin and the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, restricted to shipment* 
originating at the above origins and d»* 
tlned to the above named destination! 

Notv. —Hearing: June 21-July 1 , 1977 
Court of Appeals, Dlvtalon 2. OS. Courthnuv* 
1961 Stout 8 t.. Denver, Ooto. 

No, MC 136212 (Sub-No. 22 >, filed 
March 31, 1977. Applicant: JENSEN 
TRUCKING COMPANY. INC.. P.O Box 
349. Gothenburg. Nebr 69138. Applicant’* 
representative: Frederick J. Coffman. 521 
South 14th Street. P.O. Box 81849, Lin¬ 
coln. Nebr. 68501. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meat, meat products, meat by-prod¬ 
ucts and articles distributed by meet 
packinghouses as described in Sections 
A and C of Appendix I to the report ta 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates. 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides 
and commodities in bulk), from the fa¬ 
cilities of Morgan Colorado Beef Com¬ 
pany. located at or near Ft. Morgan. 
Colo., to points in Indiana. Nebraska and 
Wisconsin, restricted to traffic origi¬ 
nating at the named origin and destined 
to the named destinations. 

None.—Common control may be Involved 

If a hearing La deemed neceaoary. the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at either Omaha 
Nebr. or Denver. Colo. 

No MC 136408 <8ub-No. 37 >, filed 
April 28. 1977. Applicant: CARGO CON¬ 
TRACT CARRIER CORP.. P.O Box 206, 
U.8. Highway 20. Sioux City. Iowa 51102. 
Applicant’s representative, William J. 
Hanlon. 55 Madison Avc., Morristown. 
N.J. 07960. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Chemicals (except in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles) from Kearny. Bridgeport and Cam¬ 
den. New Jersey to points in the state* 
of Illinois. Indiana, Iowa, Kansas. Michi¬ 
gan. Minnesota. Missouri, Nebraska, 
Ohio and Wisconsin, restricted to a 
transportation service to be performed 
under a continuing contract, or contracts 
with Monsanto Company of St. Loui* 
Missouri. 

Not*. —Applicant hold* common carrier 
authority in MC-140629 and abbs there- 
under: therefore dual operation* may be In¬ 
volved. If a hearing U deemed Deceswirt the 
applicant requests It to be held in Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 

No. MC 136605 (Sub-No. 24', 
March 31. 1077. Applicant: DAVIB 

BROS. DIST.. INC.. P.O. Box 8058. Mis¬ 
soula. Mont 59807. Applicants repre¬ 
sentative: W. E. Scltskl (same address as 
applicant). Authority sought to opera» 
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* a common carrier over irregular routes 
by motor vehicle, transporting Knocked 
,forn manufactured homes and materials 
and supplies used In the construction of 
iucb commodities from points In Wash¬ 
ington to points in Montana. Idaho. 
Wyoming. North Dakota and 8outh 
Dakota 

Kurt Applicant hold* contract carrier 
minority tn MC 127340 (8ub-No. 2). there¬ 
for* dual operation* may be involved If a 
bearing t* deemed necessary. the applicant 
nquot* it be held at either Billing* or MIn¬ 
tern U. Mont. 

No. MC 138235 <8ub-No. 12>. filed 
April 22. 1977. Applicant: DECKER 
TRANSPORT CO.. INCORPORATED. 
412 Route 23. Pompton Plains. New Jer¬ 
sey 07444. Applicant's representative: 
Hugh T. Matthews. 2340 Fidelity Union 
Toacr. Dallas. Texas 73201. Authority 
wught to oi>erate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: Hardware, conveyors and 
conveyor equipment, furniture, power 
equipment, wheel goods . and bicycles and 
parts thereof and attachments and ac¬ 
cessories therefor and materials . equip¬ 
ment and supplies used tn the manufac¬ 
ture and distribution thereof, between 
the plantsites and storage facilities of 
MTD Products. Inc. at or near Cleveland, 
Strongsville, Willard and 8helby. Ohio, 
on the one hand. and. on the other, points 
in Minnesota. Iowa. Missouri. Illinois, 
WUconsin. Michigan, and Indiana. RE¬ 
STRICTED against the transportation 
of any of the above named commodities 
in bulk and further restricted against 
the transportation of commodities which 
by reason of size or weight require the 
use of special equipment, under a con¬ 
tinuing contract, or contracts, with MTD 
Products, Inc. 

Not*— If a hearing U deemed necesaary. 
tha applicant request* that it be held at 

D*IU*. Tex. 

No MC 138274 (8ub-No. 44) filed 
April 27. 1977. Applicant: SHIPPERS 
BEST EXPRESS. INC.. P.O. Box 15533, 
Salt Lake City. Utah 84115 Applicant's 
representative: Michael J. Ogbom. 300 
NSEA Building. 14th L J Streets, P.O. 
Box 82028, Lincoln. Nebraska 68501. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meat, meat prod- 
tort*. and articles distributed by meat 
packinghouses, as described in Sections 
A and C of Appendix 1 to Report In De¬ 
scriptions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 
81 M.C.C 209 and 766 * except commod¬ 
ities in bulk), (a) from Denver. Colorado 

points in Arizona, California. Oregon. 
Washington. Utah. Idaho and Nevada: 

from Fort Morgan. Colorado to 
Points in Illinois, Kentucky. New Hamp¬ 
shire. New York, New Jersey. Maine, 
Massachusetts, Connecticut, 
California, Oregon. Washington, Utah, 
Nevada Idaho and Arizona. 

Sc/ri ^Applicant hold* contract carrier 
**bc«my In MC-138060 (Sub-No. 1). There- 
l0f *’ dual operation* may be Involved. 

HEARING; Set for June 21. 1977 
woutth July l. 1977 at the Court of Ap¬ 


peals. Division 2. U S. Courthouse. 1961 
Stout Street, Denver. Colo. 

No. MC 138308 (Sub-No. 23). filed 
April 1. 1977. Applicant: KLM. INC.. 
2102 Old Brandon Rood. P.O. Box 6098. 
Jackson, Miss. 39208. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Donald B. Morrison. 1500 De¬ 
posit Guaranty Plaza. P.O. Box 22628. 
Jackson, Miss. 39205. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Fluorescent lighting fixtures and 
parts thereof, from the facilities of Co¬ 
lumbia Lighting, Inc., at or near Spo¬ 
kane. Wash., to points in Arizona. Cali¬ 
fornia. Colorado. Nevada. New Mexico 
and Utah. 

Note. —Applicant hold* contract carrier 
authority In MC 128592, therefor* dual oper¬ 
ation* may be Involved If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant request* It be 
held at Washington. D C. 

No. MC 133313 (Sub-No. 24). filed 
April 20. 1977. Applicant: BUILDERS 
TRANSPORT. INC., 409 14th Street SW., 
Great Falls. Montana. 59404. Applicant's 
representative: Miss Irene Wa it. attor¬ 
ney at law, 430 Judge Building. Salt Lake 
City. Utah 84111. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common motor carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Bentonite, when used as an oil 
field commodity as defined in Aferccr 
Extension—Oil Field Commodities , 74 
Af.C.C. 459. from the facilities of Ameri¬ 
can Colloid Company at or near Lovell. 
Wyoming, to Oregon and Washington. 

Note.—I f a bearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant request* that It be held at Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 

No. MC 138492 (Sub-No. 3), filed April 
28, 1977. Applicant: Richard E. Gregory, 
ctba. GREGORY GRAIN CO.. Rural 
Route No. 1. Mowcaqua. Illinois 62550. 
Applicant's representative: John E. Har¬ 
vey, P.O. Box 1470, Decatur, Illinois 
62525. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes transporting: Groin or 
soybean products, dry. in bulk, bags or 
boxes in straight or mixed loads from 
the plant and storage facilities of Archer 
Daniels Midland Company, Decatur, Illi¬ 
nois. to points in Illinois. Minnesota. 
Iowa, Missouri. Oklahoma. Arkansas. 
Texas. Mississippi. Alabama, Georgia. 
Tennessee, Kentucky. Indiana. Ohio. 
Michigan. Wisconsin. Virginia. Louisi¬ 
ana. and North Carolina, under a con¬ 
tinuing contract with Archer Daniels 
Midland Company. 

Note -—If a hearing 1* deemed necessary, 
the applicant request* that It be held at 
either Springfield, Ill. or St. Louis, Mo. 

No. MC 138633 (Sub-No. 3). filed April 
25. 1977. Applicant: STATEWIDE CAR¬ 
RIERS. INC.. 237 West 15th Place, Chi¬ 
cago Heights. Illinois 60411. Applicant's 
representative: Robert W. Loser, 1009 
Chamber of Commerce Bldg., Indianapo¬ 
lis. Indiana 46204. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1> Hoofing felt, in roDs, from Cor¬ 
nell. Wisconsin, to Chicago Heights, Illi¬ 


nois. and Minneapolis, Minnesota; and 
(2) scrap or xoaste paper, (a) from Chi¬ 
cago and Chicago Heights. Illinois, to 
Cornell. Wisconsin: <b) from Minnea¬ 
polis. Minnesota, to Cornell. Wisconsin; 
and (c) from points In Indiana, Ken¬ 
tucky. and St. Louis, Missouri, to points 
in Illinois. 

Note.—I f a hearing U deemed necessary, 
applicant requests that It be held at either 
Chicago. Illinois, or Indlan*pol!*, Indiana. 

No. MC 138375 ( Sub-No. 56), filed 
April 18. 1977. Applicant: SHOEMAKER 
TRUCKING CO., a corporation. 11900 
Franklin Road. Boi&e. Idaho 83705. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: F. L. Sigloh, 
11900 Franklin Road. Boise. Idaho 83705. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier ; by motor vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Tile: floor, 
wall, celling and counter coverings, trim 
and accessories; and such products as are 
dealt in by wholesale and retail distrib¬ 
utors of tile and coverings, from Pala¬ 
tine, IL. Keyport and Salem. NJ. Buffalo. 
NY. Coshocton. OH, and Oneida, TN. to 
the facilities and warehouses of C. A. 
Newell Co. and their subsidiary com¬ 
panies at Portland. OR, and 8cattle, WA. 

Note. —If a hearing la deemed necessary. 
Applicant request* that It be held at Boise. 
Idaho. Seattle. WA. or Portland. OR, 

No. MC 138931 (Sub-No. 4). Aled 
April 28. 1977. Applicant: Louie Scnske 
and Jim Scnske. d.b.a. SENSKE & SON 
TRANSFER, a partnership, 117 Fourth 
Avenue North, Crooks ton, Minnesota 
56716. Applicant's representative: James 
B. Hovland, P.O. Box 1637. 414 Gate City 
Building. Forgo. North Dakota 58102. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, over Irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: (1) earth moving scrapers and 
parts and attachments for earth moving 
scrapers, from the facilities of Toreq, 
Inc. at or near Thief River Falls. Minne¬ 
sota to points in the United States (ex¬ 
cept Alaska and Hawaii); and (2) mate¬ 
rials and supplies used in the manufac¬ 
ture of earth moving scrapers (except 
commodities in bulk» from points in the 
United States (except Alaska and Ha¬ 
waii) to the facilities of Toreq. Inc. at 
or near Thief River Falls. Minnesota, 
under a continuing contract, or con¬ 
tracts, with Toreq, Inc. 

Note-— Applicant hold* common carrier 
authority In No. MC 136293 (Sub-No. 2); 
therefore dual operations may be involved. 
If a hearing I* deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant request* that It be held at Fargo. N. Dak. 
or Minneapolis or 8t Paul, Minn 

No. MC 139021 (Sub-No. 6). fllcd 
April 4. 1977. Applicant: INTERSTATE 
AUTO TRANSPORT. INC . P.O. Box 251, 
Michigan City. Ind. 46360. Applicant's 
representative: Robert W. Loser II. 1009 
Chamber of Commerce Bldg.. Indian¬ 
apolis. Ind 46204. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Used cars and used pickup trucks , 
in truckAway service, between Detroit, 
Mich., on the one hand. and. on the 
other, points in Illinois, Indiana. Iowa. 
Minnesota. New York. Ohio. Pennsyl¬ 
vania, and Wisconsin. 
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Not*. —If a heating 1 * deemed neceumry, 
Applicant request* It bs held at either De¬ 
troit. Mich., or Chicago. III. 

No. MC 139148 (Sub-No. 4). filed 
April 19. 1977. Applicant: BULK HAUL¬ 
ERS, INC., 717 South Twelfth Street, St. 
Louie. Mo. 63102. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Ernest A, Brooks II. 1301 Ambas¬ 
sador Bldg.. St Louis. Mo. 63101. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Silica flour and sil¬ 
ica sand, in bulk, from 8t. Charles. St. 
Louis and Jefferson Counties. Mo., to 
points in Kansas and Oklahoma. 

Not*. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant request* It be held at either 
St, Louis, Ido. or Wonhlngton, D.C. 

No. MC 139482 (Sub-No. 15). filed 
March 24. 1977. Applicant: NEW ULM 
FREIGHT LINES, INC.. PO. Box 347. 
New Ulm, Minn. 56073. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: James E. Ballcnthin. 630 
Gsbom Building. St. Paul, Minn. 55102. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (I) Redwood furni¬ 
ture, knocked-down. in cartons: redtoood 
furniture components, knockcd-down. In 
cartons: and accessories and parts in¬ 
tended tor use therewith. Between Eure¬ 
ka. Calif., on the one hand, and on the 
other, points in Loveland. Colo.; Elkhart, 
Lid.; New Ulm, Minn.; and points in the 
Minneapolis-St. Paul, Minn., commercial 
zone as defined by the Commission; 
Waco. Tex.; and Prairie du Chien and 
8penccr, Wls.; (2) upholstered furniture 
cushions. Between Spring City. Tenn.. on 
the one hand. and. on the other, points In 
Loveland. Colo.; Elkhart. Ind.; New Ulm. 
Minn.; and points in the Minneapolis-SL 
Paul. Minn., commercial zone ns defined 
by the Commission; Waco, Tex.; and 
Prairie du Chien and 8pencer, Wis.; and 
13) Commodities in (1) and (2) as de¬ 
scribed above. From Eureka. Calif.: Love¬ 
land. Colo.; Elkhart, Ind.: New Ulm, 
Minn.; and points In the Minneapolis - 
St. Paul, Minn., commercial zone as de¬ 
fined by the Commission; Spring City. 
Tenn., Waco. Tex.; and Prairie du Chien 
and Spencer. Wis., to points in the United 
States. Including Alaska, but excluding 
Hawaii. 

Nor*.—If a hearing Is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at Min¬ 
neapolis. Minn. 

No. MC 139495 <8ub-No. 228). filed 
April 1. 1977. Applicant: NATIONAL 
CARRIERS. INC., 1501 East 8th Street. 
P.O. Box 1358. Liberal. Kansas 67901. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Herbert Alan 
Dubln, Suite 1030. 1819 H Street NW.. 
Washington. D.C. 20006. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes, 
transporting: health, hygienic, medical, 
and surgical care products from the facu¬ 
lties of Parke. Davis & Company located 
at or near Greenwood. S.C. to points In 
and west of Michigan. Ohio. Indiana, 
Illinois, Missouri. Arkansas, and Loui¬ 
siana. 

Nor*.—Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority in MC 133106 and tuba thereunder, 
therefore dual operation* may be involved. 


If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant reqtieeu it be held at Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 139495 (Sub-No. 232). filed 
April 12, 1977. Applicant: NATIONAL 
CARRIERS, INC., 1501 East 8th Street, 
P.O. Box 1358, Liberal, Kansas 67901. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Herbert Alan 
Dubin. Suite 1030. 1819 H Street NW., 
Washington. D.C. 20006. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Prepared foodstuffs from 
Opelousas. La. to points in Connecticut, 
Florida. Georgia. Illinois. Indiana. Iowa. 
Kansas, Kentucky, Massachusetts. Mich¬ 
igan, Minnesota. Missouri. Nebraska. 
New* Jersey. New York, North Carolina. 
Ohio. Oklahoma. Pennsylvania, South 
Carolina. Virginia. West Virginia, and 
Wisconsin. 

Not*. —Applicant hold* contract carrier 
authority In MC 133106 andauba thereunder, 
therefore dual operations may be involved. 
If a hearing U deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests It be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 139577 <8ub-No. 4). filed 
April 1, 1977. Applicant: ADAMS TRAN¬ 
SIT. INC., P.O. Box 338, Friesland. WLs. 
53935. Applicant's representative: Del¬ 
bert De Young (same address as appli¬ 
cant) . Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Frozen 
foods, from Foirwater and Beaver Dam, 
Wis., to points in Delaware. Maryland, 
New* Jersey. New* York, and Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

Not*. —If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Philadelphia, Pa. or Chicago. III. 

No. MC 139697 (Sub-No. 3>. filed 
April 20. 1977. Applicant: EDWARD 
BRUCE WAGONER doing business as 
DELIGHT TRANSPORTATION COM¬ 
PANY. Applicant’s representative: Mor¬ 
ton E. Kiel. Suite 6193. 5 World Trade 
Center, New York. N Y. 10048. Authority 
sought as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: lawn and garden tractors, parts and 
attachments thereof, and materials, 
equipment, and supplies used in the 
manufacture of such commodities (ex¬ 
cept In bulk), between South Bend. Ind., 
on the one hand, and. on the other, 
points In Mftine, Vermont. New Hamp¬ 
shire. Washington, Oregon, Nevada. 
Idaho, Utah. Montana, North Dakota, 
South Dakota, and Nebraska, under a 
continuing contract or contracts with 
Wheel Horse Products, Inc., located at 
South Bend. Ind. 

Not*,— If hearing I* deemed necemnry. 
applicant request* it be held at South Bend. 
Ind. 

No. MC 139923 <8ub-No. 3D. filed 
March 21. 1977. Applicant: MILLER 
TRUCKINO CO , INC., P.O. Drawer D. 
Stroud. Okla. 74079. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Jack H. Bl&nshan, 205 West 
Touhy Avenue. Suite 200, Park Ridge. 
Ill. 60068. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Foodstuffs (except commodities in bulk) 
and plastic and rubber articles when 
moving In mixed shipments with food¬ 


stuffs (except commodities in butol 
from the plantsite and storage fadlitfal 
of or utilized by Ross Laboratories l 
vision of Abbott Laboratories, located i 
or near Sturgis. Mich., to points m Ar J 
zona, Arkansas, California, Colon 
Idaho, Montana. Nevada. New Mexico I 
Oklahoma. Orcgan, Texas. Utah, Wish.) 
lngton, and Wyoming, restricted to l 
transportation of traffic originating A 
the above named origin and destined taj 
the named destinations. 

Not*.—A pplicant holds contra< r ctrrsrl 
authority In MC 139926 (Sub-No. 2), tbtr»-1 
fore dual operations may be involved. If *1 
hearing Is deemed necovt&ry, the appUcsatl 
requests it be held at Columbu* or 
land, Ohio. 

No. MC 140061 (Sub-No. 4 . filed I 
March 28. 1977. Applicant: DON MUL- 
DER. doing business as DON MULDE8 
TRUCKING. 1735 North 50th Stmt 
Lincoln. Ncbr. 68504. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: A. J. Swanson, P.O, Box 8130 
521 South 14th Street, Lincoln. N*r 
68501. Authority sought to operate **» 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ] 
Irregular routes, transporting: Such ma¬ 
terials, supplies, and equipment as vt 
used in the production of marketing cl j 
fresh vegetables, from Lidianapolis. Ind. 
St. Louis, Mo. and Cincinnati, Ohio, to 
Grand Island. Nebr. and Pine Bluff* 
Wyo., under a continuing contract, or 
contracts, with D. H. Buckner. Inc 

Not*. — If a hearing U deemed asesmry 
the applicant requests It be held si Gnu* 
Island. Nebr. or Lincoln, Nebr. 


No. MC 140071 (Sub-No 5) ftW 
April 1. 1977. Applicant: MID-AMERICA 
CARTAGE. INC . 1550 East Birchwood 
Dcs Plaines. Ill. 60018. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Carl L. 8teiner, 39 South La¬ 
Salle Street. Chicago. El. 60603 Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Carpettno paddm 
and related floor covering materials . be¬ 
tween Chicago and Elk Grove Villa#. 
El., on the one hand. and. on the other 
points in the Lower Peninsula of 
Michigan. 

Not*.— If a hearing tai deemed 
applicant requents It be held at Chicago. CL 

No. MC 140581 (8ub-No. 9>. to* 
April 25.1977. Applicant: TOMMY HAG- 
WOOD d/b/a. HAOWOOD ENTER¬ 
PRISES. Route 1, Box 222-A, Trafford. 
AIa. 35172. Applicant’s representative' 
William P. Jackson. Jr.. 3426 Nordi 
Washington Boulevard. Post Office Box 
1267, Arlington. Va. 22210. Authority 
sought to operate os a common carrier 
by motor vehicle, over Irregular route*, 
transporting: Afofor vehicles . in trucks* 
way service, between Los Angeles, Calii. 
and points in its Commercial Zone, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
Louisiana. Mississippi, Alabama, Georg**- 
Tcnnessee, Florida. South Carolina 
North Carolina. Virginia, Maryland. Del¬ 
aware. the District of Columbia Nc*‘ 
Jersey. Pennsylvania. New York, Con¬ 
necticut. Rhode Island. Massachusetts 
Vermont, Texas, New Hampshire, win 
Maine, restricted against the transpor¬ 
tation of trailers, semi-trailers nnfl 
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toiler chassis (except those designed to 
^ drawn by passenger automobiles). in 
initial or secondary movements. In truck- 
*vfty service: new self-propelled passen¬ 
ger or property-carrying golf buggies, or 
commercial adaptations thereof; three 
wheeled motor vehicles and trailers; and 
motorcycles and motor scooters. 

Koti—If a hewing to deemed necesaary. 
the applicant requests it be held at Los 
Airies, Calif. 

No. MC 140612 (Sub-No. 17). filed 
April 1, 1977. Applicant: ROBERT P. 
KAZIMOUR, P.O. Box 2207, Cedar Rap¬ 
ids, Iowa 52406. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: J. L. Kazimour, (same address as 
ippiicant). Authority sought to operate 
u a comrnon carrier, by motor vehicle, 
c*er irregular routes, transporting: 
Foodstuffs, from Bettendorf. Iowa, to 
points in Alabama, Illinois. Indiana. 
Iowa Michigan. Mississippi. Missouri and 
Ohio. 

Non —Applicant holds contract carrier au¬ 
thority in MC 138003 and nub* thereunder. 
Uarefore dual operations may be Involved. 
If a bearing to deemed neceaaary, applicant 
nqUMto it be held at Bettendorf. Iowa or 
CMtr Rapids, Iowa. 

No MC 140916 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
March 31.1977. Applicant: R. & E. HAUL¬ 
ING, INC.. 2940 Waterview Avenue, Bal¬ 
timore. Md. 21230. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: M. Bruce Morgan. 104 Azar 
Bonding, Glen Burnie, Md. 21061. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
wrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General commodi¬ 
ties 'except those of unusual value, 
Clares A and B explosives, livestock, 
household goods as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, commodities in bulk, and those 
requiring special equipment), between 
Baltimore, Md.. on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Anne Arundel. Balti¬ 
more. and Howard Counties, Md., re¬ 
stricted to shipments having an immedi¬ 
ately prior or subsequent movement by 
**tor. Including containers, container 
duals, and trailers. 

Kot*— if a hewing to deemed nececeary. 
U» applicant requests It bo held at either 
Baltimore, Md. or Washington. D C. 

No. MC 141255 (8ub-No. 9», filed 
March 24. 1977. Applicant: TANDY 
TRANSPORTATION. INC., P.O. Box 
1135. Port Worth. Tex. 76111. Applicant's 
representative: Ralph W. Pulley. Jr.. 
*555 First National Bank Building. Dal- 
Tex. 75202. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a contract carrier, by motor 
ydiide. over irregular routes, transport- 
®8‘ ‘1) la) Electronic equipment, ma¬ 
terial* and supplies including antenna, 
sxtenna mounts, and antenna masts (ex- 
commodities requiring special 
equipment) from Blauvelt, and Hicks- 
ripe. N.Y.; Huntington. Ind.: Tarrant 
Ala.: Burlington, Iowa; Somerville 
Pamlppany, N.J.; St. Louis, Mo.; Bos- 
teo. Mass.: and St. Paul, Minn, to Van- 
jjuver. Wash.; Chicago, Ill.; and 
Charleston, 8.C.; (b) electronic equip¬ 
ment, materials and supplies including 
antenna, antenna mounts, and anfenna 
except commodities requiring spe- 
equipment) from Mundelein. Ill. to 


Vancouver, Wash.; and Charleston. S.C.: 
(c) toys, games and toy and game con¬ 
struction Arifs from Hagerstown. Md.. to 
Vancouver, Wash.; Chicago. III.; and 
Charleston. S.C.: (d> electronic equip¬ 
ment. materials and supplies (except 
commodities requiring special equip¬ 
ment* toys and games, from Los Angeles. 
Calif., to Vancouver, Wash.: Chicago. Ill.; 
and Charleston, S.C.; (e> electronic 

equipment, materials and supplies (ex¬ 
cept commodities requiring special equip¬ 
ment) toys and games, from Detroit, 
Mich., to Vancouver. Wash.; Chicago, HI.; 
and Charleston. S.C. 

(2) (a) Anfenna mounts (except com¬ 
modities requiring special equipment! 
from Franklin Park, 111. to Ft. Worth, 
Tex.: Oardcn Grove. Calif.: Groveport, 
Ohio; Randolph. Mass.; Vancouver. 
Wash.; and Charleston. 8.C.; (b) steel 
'hardware cabinets from Wadsworth. 
Ohio to Ft. Worth. Tex.; Oardcn Grove. 
Calif.; Randolph. Mass.; Vancouver, 
Wash.: Chicago. Ill.: and Charleston. 
S.C.; (c) radio or telephone headsets 
from Milwaukee, Wls.. to Ft. Worth, Tex.; 
Garden Grove. Calif.. Groveport, Ohio; 
Randolph. Mass.; Vancouver, Wash.; 
Chicago, m.; and Charleston. S.C.; (d> 
electronic equipment, materials and sup¬ 
plies (except commodities requiring spe¬ 
cial equipment* from Princeton, Ky. to 
Oroveport, Ohio; Randolph, Mass.; 
Vancouver. Wash.; Chicago. Ill.; and 
Charleston. S.C.; (e> plastic records, 
sound recordings, and recording tapes 
from Port Washington, Pa., to Ft. Worth, 
Tex.: Garden Qrovc. Calif.; Vancouver. 
Wash.; Chicago. Ill.; and Charleston. 
S.C.: (f) electronic equipment, materials 
and supplies (except commodities re¬ 
quiring special equipment* from Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa. to Ft. Worth, Tex.; Garden 
Grove. Calif.; Groveport, Ohio; Ran¬ 
dolph. Mass.; Vancouver. Wash.: Chi¬ 
cago, Ill.; and Charleston. S.C.; <g> 
electronic equipment, materials and sup¬ 
plies (except commodities requiring spe¬ 
cial equipment) from Baltimore. Md., to 
Groveport. Ohio; Vancouver. Wash.; 
Chicago. HI.; and Charleston. S.C.; (h) 
electronic equipment. materials and sup¬ 
plies (except commodities requiring spe¬ 
cial equipment) from Indianapolis. Ind., 
to Ft Worth, Tex.; Garden Grove, 
Calif; Randolph. Mass.; Vancouver. 
Wash.; and Charleston, S.C. 

(3» (a) sheet steel (except commodi¬ 
ties requiring special equipment* from 
Des Plaines. Ill. to Ft. Worth. Tex.; (b> 
paper bags from Yulee. Fla. to Ft. Worth, 
Tex.; <c> particle board from Morris¬ 
town, Tenn. to Ft. Worth. Tex.; (d) 
brass, bronze or copper wire from Car¬ 
rollton. Oa., to Ft. Worth. Tex.; (e* 
steel stampings (except commodities re¬ 
quiring special equipment* from Pa¬ 
ducah, Ky.. to Ft. Worth, Tex.: (f> mag¬ 
netized magnets and carpet rolls from 
Chattanooga. Tenn. to Ft. Worth, Tex.: 
(g) chrome plated brass parts for elec¬ 
tronic equipment from Willoughby, Ohio 
to Ft. Worth, Tex.: (h> uncoated wire 
links used for antennas, from Cockeys- 
ville. Md.. to Ft. Worth. Tex.; (i> plastic 
pellets in bags or boxes from Peru and 
Ottawa. Ill.; Massillon. Ohio; and Gary. 
Ind.. to Ft. Worth, Tex.; (j) coiled and 


stripped aluminum (except commodities 
requiring special equipment) from 
Burnsville, Minn., to Ft. Worth. Tex.; 
(k> metal fasteners and connectors from 
Elmhurst, HI. to Ft. Worth. Tex : (I) 
plastic spools from Chatham, N.Y., to 
Ft. Worth. Tex.; (m> leather, leather 
supplies, saddle soap, neatsfoot oil, and 
leather dressing from Milwaukee, Wis., 
to Ft. Worth, Tex.; and (n) plastic pel¬ 
lets or granules . in bags, from Perryville, 
Md., and Passaic. N.J.. to Ft. Worth. 
Tex., restricted to traffic destined to the 
manufacturing plants, warehouses and 
storage facilities owned or utilized by 
Tandy Corporation, and Tandy crafts, 
Inc. and their divisions and subsidiaries, 
and under a continuing contract or con¬ 
tracts with Tandy Corporation and 
Tan dye rafts, Inc. 

Not*. —If a hearing to deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests It be held at either 
Dallas. Tex., or Washington, D C. 

No. MC 141290 iSub-No. 2). filed April 
19. 1977. Applicant: AJF CONSOLIDA¬ 
TORS COMPANY, a corporation, 250 
Great South West Parkway SW.. At¬ 
lanta. Georgia 30336. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Paul M. Daniel], P.O. Box 872, 
Atlanta, Georgia 30301. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier. by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Merchandise dealt in by trading 
stamp redemption centers <i> from At¬ 
lanta. Georgia to points in Alabama (2) 
from New Orleans. Louisiana to points 
in Louisiana and Mississippi, under a 
continuing contract or contracts with 
Top Value Enterprises, Inc, located at 
Dayton, Ohio. 

Norx.—-Common Control may be involved. 
I? a hearing to deemed nece**«uT. applicant 
requestn that it be held at New Orleans, 
Louisiana. 

No. MC 141326 (Sub-No. 7), filed 
March 28, 1977. Applicant: C. C. 

SALTER and C. W. SALTER, a partner¬ 
ship. doing business as S it 8 TRUCK¬ 
ING COMPANY, P.O. Box 67. State 
Docks Road. Eufaula. Alabama 36027. 
Applicant’s representative: George M. 
Boles. 903 Frank Nelson Building. Bir¬ 
mingham. Alabama 35203. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Pre-cut Plywood from the 
plantsites. warehouses and storage fa¬ 
cilities of Associated Forest Products. 
Inc., at or near Eufaula. Alabama, to 
Richmond. Ind. and Chicago Heights. HI. 

Not*. —If a hearing to deemed necessary, 
the applicant requests it be held at either 
Birmingham, Ala or Montgomery, Ala. 

No. MC 141426 (Sub-No. 5*. filed April 
1. 1977. Applicant: WHEATON CART¬ 
AGE CO., a corporation, Millville, N.J. 
08332. Applicant’s representative: E. 
Stephen Heisley. 805 McLachlen Bank 
Bldg., 666 Eleventh St. NW„ Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20001. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Glass, metal, plastic, feldspar, talc, 
and clay articles and products: gift 
items, molds and machinery: bottle 
coating systems: and parts and acces¬ 
sories for all the above-mentioned com- 
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modltles; and materials, equipment and 
supplies used or useful In the production, 
fabrication, sale, distribution, assembly, 
finishing, coating, pressing and molding 
of the above-mentioned commodities, 
b e tw een the plan trite of and warehouse 
facilities utilised by Wheaton Industries, 
located at or near Springfield, Ky., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in the United States «except Alaska and 
Hawaii). restricted (1) against the 
transportation of commodities In bulk, 
and (2) to the transportation of traffic 
moving under a continuing contract or 
contracts with Wheaton Industries. 

Non,—IX a bearing la deemed ncceapary. 
applicant requests It be held at Washington. 
D.O. 

No. MC 141527 ‘Sub-No. 2), filed April 
19, 1977. Applicant: D & D LUMBER 
COMPANY, INC., 2146 Amity Hill Rood. 
Statesville, North Carolina 29677. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Theodore Poly- 
doroff, 8uite 600, 1250 Connecticut Ave¬ 
nue NW„ Washington, D.C. 20036. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: JVcte furniture and 
furniture parts, from the plantsites and 
shipping facilities of Lewlttes Furniture 
Enterprises, Inc. at or near Taylorsville, 
North Carolina, to points In Michigan. 
Ohio and Texas, under a continuing con¬ 
tract with Lewlttes Furniture Enter¬ 
prises, Inc. 

Kerrs.—If a bearing Pi deemed necessary, 
applicant request* that it be held at Char¬ 
lotte. North Carolina. 

No. MC 141570 ‘Sub-No. 6>. filed Janu¬ 
ary 14, 1977. Applicant: ELECTRONICS 
TRANSPORT. INC , 3213 Eighth Avenue 
North. P O. Box 31103, Birmingham. Ala. 
35222. Applicant's representative: M. 
Craig Massey. 202 East Walnut 8treet, 
P.O. Drawer J, Lakeland, Fla. 33602. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate os a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Duplicating and re¬ 
producing machines, and parts and sup¬ 
plies used in the installation of such com¬ 
modities. between the plantsite and stor¬ 
age facilities of Xerox Corporation, lo¬ 
cated at Charlotte. N.C., on the one band, 
and, on the other, points In Wilkes, Lin¬ 
coln. Taliferro, Warren. McDuffie. Co¬ 
lumbia, Richmond. Glascock. Jefferson 
and Burke Counties. Ga., under a con¬ 
tinuing contract, or contracts, with 
Xerox Corporation. 

Not*. —Applicant holds common carrier au¬ 
thority in MC 136269 (Sub-No 2), therefore 
dual operations may be Involved. IX a hear¬ 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
It be held at Atlanta. Os 

No. MC 141691 ‘Sub-No. 1), filed 
March 21. 1977. Applicant: BEL'S PRO¬ 
DUCE CO . INC. 11357 Vienna Road. 
Montrose, Mich. 48457. Applicant s repre¬ 
sentative: Martin J. Leavitt, 22375 Hag¬ 
gerty Road, P.O. Box 400. Northvllle, 
Mich. 48167. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over Irregular routes, transporting: 
Foodstuffs (not frozen), In containers, 
from the facilities of Vlasic Foods, Inc., 
located at Bridgeport Imlay City, and 


Memphis, Mich., to points in Connecti¬ 
cut. Maine. Massachusetts, New Hamp¬ 
shire, Rhode Island, and Vermont, re¬ 
stricted to the transportation of ship¬ 
ments originating at said facilities and 
destined to points In said destination 
states, under a continuing contract or 
contracts with Vlasic Foods, Inc. 

Nor*.—Applicant holds common carrier au¬ 
thority In MC 136267 (Sub-No. 2), thart-fora 
dual operations may to Involved. IX a hearing 
is deemed necessary, the applicant request* It 
to held at either Washington. D.C.. or Chi¬ 
cago, m. 

No.MC 141776 (Sub-No. 11).filed April 
18. 1977. Applicant: FOODTRAIN. INC., 
Spring and South Center Streets, Ring- 
town. Pa. 17967. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: L. Agnew Myers. Suite 407, Walker 
Building. 734 15th Street NW- Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20003. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier . by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
Frozen foods, N.OJ. (TV dinners', meat . 
fish or poultry, from Salisbury. Md., and 
Downing town. Pa . to points in Ohio and 
Michigan. 

Nor*.—If a hearing U deemed necewary. 
applicant request* it to held at either Wash¬ 
ington. D C, or Philadelphia. Pa. 

No. MC 141804 (Sub-No. 53 ), file d 
April 25, 1977. Applicant: WESTERN 
EXPRESS, division of INTERSTATE 
RENTAL, INC., P.O. Box 422. Ooodietts- 
vflle, Twin. 37072. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Frederick J. Coffman, P.O. Box 
81849. Lincoln. Nebr. 68509. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Boards or sheets of ground 
tcood or sawdust with one or two coats 
of paint (except commodities in bulk and 
those which, because of their size and 
weight, require specialized equipment 
for their loading, unloading or trans¬ 
portation) from Anaheim, Calif., to 
Rockville, Ill., and Bamesville. Ga. 
restricted to traffic originating at or 
destined to the facilities utilised by 
Davidson Panel Company. 

Not*.—C ommon control may to involved. 
If a hearing U deemed necessary, the ap¬ 
plicant requests that It to held at Lincoln. 
Nebr. or Loe Angeles. Caltf. 

No. MC 141849 ‘Sub-No. 3). filed 
April 4. 1977. Applicant: RAY LOCK- 
RIDGE TRUCKING. INC.. 95 Lawrcnce- 
ville Industrial Park Circle NE. 
Lawrenccvillc. Ga.. 30245. Applicant's 
representative: Virgil H. Smith. Suite 
12.1587 Phoenix Boulevard, Atlanta, Ga. 
30349. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over Irregular routes, transporting: 
Carpet hacking and textile products, 
from the facilities of Amoco Fabrics 
Cp.. Patchogue Plymouth Division, lo¬ 
cated at Hazlehurst. Ga., to points in 
Los Angeles. 8am Bernardino, and 
Orange Counties, and Bakersfield and 
Fresno. Calif., under a continuing con¬ 
tract, or contracts, with Amoco Fabrics 
Co.. Patchogue Plymouth Division. 

Nor*.-'If a bearing la deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It to held at Atlanta. 
Oa 


No. MC 142207 <8ub-No. 8>, fi ]«4 
April 22. 1977. Applicant: GULF COAST 
TRUCK SERVICES. INC.. P.O. Box 
29287 (Chef Mentcur Highway). Nee 
Orleans. La. 142207. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Bruce E. Mitchell. 3379 Prach- 
tree Road NE.. Suite 375. Atlanta Ga. 
30326. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Lumber and lumber prod - 
ucts, from Ola. Ark., and point* to 
Columbia County, Ark, to points in 
Texas. Oklahoma. Kansas, Missouri, 
Kentucky. Tennessee. Alabama. Missis¬ 
sippi Louisiana, Iowa, and Nebraska. 

Not*.—I f hearing 1* deemed ncera arv ths 
applicant requests It to held at either UUk 
Rock. Ark, or Ft. 8mith. Ark. 

No. MC 14223d (Sub-No. 1>. filed 
February 24, 1977. Applicant: ATKIN¬ 
SON WRECKER L SUPPLY CORI\ 735 
South 600 West, Salt Lake City, Utah 
84101. Applicant's representative 1 Dale 
A. Kimball, 1800 Beneficial Life Tower. 
36 South State Street, Salt Lake City, 
Utah 84111. Authority sought to operate 
os a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over Irregular routes, transporting: 1) 
Reinforcing steel products from the 
plant site or sites of Atkinson Steel 
Corporation located In Salt Lake and 
Davis Counties. Utah, to points In 
Arizona. California. Colorado. Idaho, 
Montana, Nevada, New Mexico. Oregon, 
Washington, and Wyoming under a con¬ 
tinuing contract or contracts with At¬ 
kinson Steel Corporation; and <2> sted 
coil, sheet plate bars, bar sized shapes, 
and structural steel items from points m 
California. Oregon, and Washington, to 
the plant sites of Steeleo. a Division of 
Alta Industries, me., located at Salt 
Lake County, Utah. Ada County. Idaho, 
and Mesa County. Colo., restricted 
against the transportation of heavy ma¬ 
chinery, mining and cons tractor equip¬ 
ment and commodities ns described in 
Mercer Extension-Oil Field Commodi¬ 
ties, 74 M.C.C. 459, 544, and earth drill¬ 
ing commodities as described in Roy I> 
Jones, Extension-Earth Drilling Com¬ 
modities. 103 M.C.C. 823. 832. under A 
continuing contract or contracts with 
Stcelco, a Division of Alta Industries. 
Inc. 

Nor*.—If a hearing la deemed Dtct***rj- 
the applicant requests It to held at either 
Sait Lake City, Utah, or Washington DC 

No. MC H2684 < Sub-No. V. AW 
April 33. \vn. Applicant: JOSEPHINE 
V. CREAGER. doing business as Jack 
Creager Trucking. $813 South 243rd St- 
Kent. Wash. 88031. Applicants repre¬ 
sentative: Henry C. Winters. 335 Ever¬ 
green Bldg.. 15 South Grady Way. Ben¬ 
ton. Wash. 88055. Authority aought to 
operate as a contract carrier , by uiotof 
vehicle, over irregular routes- trans¬ 
porting: Metal articles, (1) between 
Angeles and Berkeley. Calif, on the one 
hand, and, on the oilier, Portland, Orm¬ 
ond Kent, Wash.; and (2) between Port¬ 
land, Oreg., and Kent, Wash.; rj* 
striced to a transportation service to 
performed under a continuing contract 
or contracts with Ducommun Melon* 
Inc ., of Kent, Wash. 
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yart-—U a hearing U deemed necassary. 
^ Applicant request* it be held at either 

Setitir or Kent WMh. 

So MC 142715 (Sub-No. 4)* filed 
April 4, 1977. Applicant: LENERTZ. 
INC. 411 Northwestern National Bank 
Building. South St. Paul. Minn. 55076. 
Applicant's representative: Edward A. 
O’Donnell. 1004 29th St.. Sioux City. 
Iota 51104. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier. by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Scat, meat products and meat by¬ 
products. and articles distributed by 
meet packinghouses as described in Sec¬ 
tions A and C of Appendix I to the report 
In Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates. 61 M.C. 209 and 766 (except hides 
and commodities in bulk. In tank 
vehicles), from the plantsite and storage 
facilities of Siouxland Beef Processors. 
toc„ located at or near Sioux City, Iowa, 
to points in Connecticut. Delaware. 
Maine, Maryland. Massachusetts. New 
Hampshire, New Jersey. New York, 
Pennsylvania. Rhode Island. Vermont. 
Virginia. West Virginia, and the District 
of Columbia, restricted to the transpor¬ 
tation of shipments originating at the 
above named plantsite and storage facil- 
IU». and destined to the above named 
destinations. 

Not*—I f a hearing fa deemed ncwnary. 
applicant request* It bo held at either 
Omaha Neb, or St. pan). Minn. 

No MC 142864 (Sub-No. 1). filed 
April 18. 1977. Applicant: SAM O. 
AMERMAN. 524 West North Street, Ol- 
nejr. Ul 63450. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive; Robert T. Lawley, 300 Reiach Bldg., 
Springfield, HI. 62701. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over Irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: malt beverages from the facili¬ 
ties of Anheuser-Busch. Inc., located at 
St Louis. Mo., to LawrenccvUIe. HI., un¬ 
der a continuing contract or contracts 
with Gray Wholesale, Inc., located at 
Lureiicevffle, ID. 

Kot*—I f a hearing U deemed necessary, 
applicant requeeta that It be held In St. 

loufa. Mo 

No. MC 142911 (Sub-No. 2). filed 
M*rrh 21, 1977. Applicant: FRAWLEY 
BUREAU OP INVESTIGATION CORP.. 
1W Beach 114th Street. Rockaway Park. 
NY. 11694. Applicant’s representative: 
John M. Frawley (same address as ap¬ 
plicant). Authority sought to operate as 
• contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Doc¬ 
uments. cash , checks, and other valu- 
<1> from New York City, N Y., ln- 
dudink’ Suffolk. Westchester, and Nassau 
Counties. N.Y., to West Orange. N.J., 
(2) from Macungic. Pa., to West 
<*W'. NY.. under a continuing con- 
“Wt or contracts with Shell Oil Co. 

** * bearing fa deemed necessary. 
5 r •PPRcmnt request* It be held at elthsr 

"tw York* N.Y„ or Newark. HJ. 

No MC 142954 (Sub-No. 2>, filed 
2* 11 *• *977. Applicant: OLENN BROS. 

CO. INC., P.O. Box 9343. Little 
”Ock, Ark. 72209. Applicant's represent- 
iW * t: Theodore PolydorofT, Suite 600. 


1250 Connecticut Avenue. NW., Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20036. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Electric wird and wiring devices Cl) 
from Htllsgove, RI.* Maspeth and 
Brooklyn. N.Y.. and Morganton. N.C., to 
points In Arizona, California, Oregon, 
and Washington, under a continuing 
contract, or contracts, with Levlton Man¬ 
ufacturing Company. Inc.: and (2) from 
South Attleboro. Mass., and Pawtucket. 
R.I.. to points In Arizona, California. 
Oregon, and Washington, under a con¬ 
tinuing contract, or contracts, with 
American insulated Wire Co., a subsidi¬ 
ary of Levlton Manufacturing Co.. Inc. 

Mots.—I f a hearing la deemed necessary, 
applicant requests It be held at Washington. 
DC. 

No. MC 142962 (Sub-No. 1). filed 
April 26, 1976. Applicant: CARL J. WIT- 
KOWSKI a SONS, INC., 39 Lakexhore 
Drive, North Fond du Lac, Wis. 54935. 
Applicants representative: Nancy J. 
Johnson. 4506 Regent Street, Suite 100. 
Madison. Wta. 53705. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier . by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over Irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Bones, /at, o/Jal. and hides. 
from Fond du Lac and Madison. Wis.. to 
Chicago, HI*. under a continuing con¬ 
tract or contracts with Darling and 
Company. Chicago, Ill. 

Non. — If a hearing fa deemed necewory. 
the applicant request* that It be held at 
either Chicago. Hi-, or Milwaukee. WU 

No. MC 143018 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
April 22. 1977. Applicant: FLETCHER 
TRUCKINO CO . INC.* P.O. Box 727. 
Dunlap. Tenn. 37327. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Blaine Buchanan. 1024 James 
Building. Chattanooga* Tenn. 37402. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier . by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes* transporting: Coal, between 
points in Alabama, Georgia* and Tennes¬ 
see* 

Non.—If a hearing fa deemed necessary, 
applicant request* that it be held at Noth- 
villa or Chattanooga, Tenn. 

No. MC 143112, filed March 18, 1977. 
Applicant: WESTERN KANSAS EX¬ 
PRESS. INC.. 624 East Morris. Wichita, 
Kans. 67211. Applicant’s representative: 
William H. Shawn. 1730 M Street NW.. 
Suite 150. Washington, DC. 20036. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commodi¬ 
ties (except those of unusual value. 
Classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities In bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment)* (1) between Wich¬ 
ita, Kans.. and Dodge City, Kans., serv¬ 
ing no Intermediate points: from Wich¬ 
ita over UB. Highway 54 to junction UA. 
Highway 154* thence over U.8. Highway 
154 to Dodge City, and return over the 
same route: (2) between Dodge City. 
Kans., and Great Bend. Kans., serving 
the intermediate points of Spcarvllle. 
Belief on t, OITerle. Kinsley. Lewis, and 
Lamed, Kans.; from Dodge City over 
UB. Highway 50 (also portiofa UB. High¬ 


way 56) to Kinsley, thence over UB. 
Highway 56 to Lamed, thence over UB. 
Highway 56 (also portion UB. Highway 
156) to Great Bend, and return over the 
same route; and (3) between Great 
Bend. Kans.. and Wichita, Kans., serving 
no intermediate points; from Great 
Bend over U.S. Highway 56 to junction 
Interstate Highway 135 (formerly Inter¬ 
state Highway 35W) to Wichita, and re¬ 
turn over the same route. 

Norm.—Common control may be Involved 
If a hearing fa deemed necessary, the appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Wichita or Dodge 
City. Kans. 

No. MC 143125, filed March 21. 1977. 
Applicant: TRANS WORLD. INC., 9311 
47th Are. SW., P.O. Box 99610. Tacoma, 
Wash. 98499. Applicant’s representative: 
Henry Winters, 15 8outh Grady Way. 
Evergreen Building. Renton* Wash. 
98055. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Used 
household goods, between points in 
Pierce. King. Thurston. Snohomish. 
Mason. Grays Harbor. Kitsap, Lewis, 
Cowlitz, and Clark Counties, Wash., re¬ 
stricted to the transportation of traffic 
having a prior or subsequent movement 
in containers, and further restricted to 
the performance of pickup and delivery 
service In connection with packing, crat¬ 
ing. and containerization or unpacking, 
uncrating and decontainerization of such 
traffic. 

Nor*.—If a bearing fa deemed necessary, 
lha applicant request* It bo held at either 
Seattle or Tacoma. Wash. 

No. MC 143139. filed April l* 1977. Ap¬ 
plicant: LARRY’S COLLISION. INC.* 
1460 Military Road. Tonawanda* N.Y. 
14217. Applicant's representative: Harry 
J. Hannan* Suite 700. Harrison Building, 
143 West Market St.. Indianapolis* Ind. 
46204. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: (1) Used 
motor vehicles to be used as replacements 
for wrecekd or disabled motor vehicles, 
in truckawuy service, and motor vehicle 
parts, accessories, supplies, and materials 
tor use in connection with repairing and 
reconditioning of disabled or wrecked 
motor vehicles* from Tonawanda. N.Y.. 
on the one hand. and. on the other, to 
points in Connecticut. Delaware. Illinois. 
Indiana. Maryland. Massachusetts. New 
Jersey. New York. Ohio. Pennsylvania. 
Rhode Island, and West Virginia, and 
(2) wrecked or disabled motor vehicles, 
from points in Connecticut. Delaware, 
Illinois. Indiana, Maryland* Massachu¬ 
setts. New Jersey. New York. Ohio. Penn¬ 
sylvania. Rhode Island, and West Vir¬ 
ginia. to Tonawanda. N.Y.. restricted to 
the transportation of traffic by wrecker 
equipment only. 

Ncrrz.—If a hearing la deemed neeejwary, 
the applicant reqtseeU it be held at Buffalo. 
N.Y. 

No. MC 143155 (Sub-No. I)* filed April 
26. 1977. Applicant: RICHARD B. ROSE 
doing business as RICHARD'S HAUL¬ 
ING 508 Clinton Avenue. WyckofT, New 
Jersey 07481. Applicant's representative: 
Ralph August, 222 Oreemidge Road* 
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Franklin Lakes, New Jersey 07481. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: cut and uncut rolls 
and cartons of fabrics, between August 
Fabrics Inc., 37 Industrial Avenue. Fair- 
view. New Jersey and Gwinnett Schiffli 
Embroidery. Inc.. 1-85 Route 120. Lew- 
renceville, Georgia, under a continuing 
contract, or contracts, with Fabrics. Inc. 

Non.—If a hearing U deemed neceoeary, 
the applicant request* that it be held at 
Newark. N.J, 


No. MC 143100. filed April 22. 1977. 
Applicant: LA VERNE W. GOULD, dba 
MILITARY TRANSPORT. 2636 Kelley 
Ave.. San Pablo. Calif. 94806. Applicant's 
representative: LaVerne W. Oould. 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept commodities transported In bulk or 
In tank or hopper type vehicles). Includ¬ 
ing containers and container trailers, be¬ 
tween Oakland Army Base located at 
Oakland. Calif, and points in Marin, 
Sacramento, San Joaquin. Contra Costa, 
San Francisco. Monterey. Alameda. 
Santa Clara. San Benito, and Stanislaus 
Counties, Calif. 

Note. —If * hearing is deemed necea*ary. 
the applicant request* It be held at either 
San Francisco or Oakland. Calif. 

No. MC 143191. filed April 25. 1977. Ap¬ 
plicant: WILLIAMS TRANSFER, INC.. 
3211 Georgetown Road, Baltimore. 
Maryland 21230. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: Maurice 8. Bozel, 303 Felton Road. 
Lutherville, Md. 21093. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Containers. Container Chassis 
and Trailers (2) Ocneral Commodities 
(except commodities of unusual value, 
commodities requiring special equipment 
and commodities in bulk). Between 
points in Baltimore. Maryland commer¬ 
cial zone, restricted to shipments having 
a prior or subsequent movement by w ater. 

Not*.—I f a hearing 1* deemed ncces&ary, 
the applicant request* that it be held at 
either Baltimore. Md. or Waihington. D.C. 

No. MC 143192, filed April 4. 1977. Ap¬ 
plicant: C L-B TRANSPORTATION, 
INC., 3510 Pariso Way. La Crescenta, 
Calif. 91214. Applicant’s representative: 
Jerry Solomon Berger. 433 North Cam¬ 
den Drive. Beverly Hills. Calif. 90210. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Foodstuff, in 
vehicles equipped with mechanical re¬ 
frigeration. from points in Los Angeles 
County. Calif., to points in Arizona, Colo¬ 
rado, Nevada. Oregon. Utah, and Wash¬ 
ington: and <2> commodities used in the 
manufacture, production and distribu¬ 
tion of foodstuff (except in bulk), from 
points in Arizona, Colorado, Nevada. 
Oregon, Utah, and Washington, to points 
in Los Angeles County. Calif., under a 
continuing contract, or contracts, with 
Rod's Food Products, Inc. 

Ncrra.—If a bearing U deemed necessary, 
applicant request* it be held at Lea Angeles, 
Calif. 


Passenger Application 

Docket Number MC 138907 (Sub-No. 
2>. filed April 21. 1977. Applicant: NAPA 
TRANSIT COMPANY, a corporation. 
1851 Soscol Avenue. Napa, California 
94558. Applicant’s representative: Eldon 
M. Johnson. 650 California Street. 8uite 
2808. San Francisco. California 94108. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Passenger and their 
baggage. In the same vehicle with pas¬ 
sengers. in special and charter opera¬ 
tions: beginning and ending at points 
in Contra Costa County. California, and 
extending to points in Arizona, Califor¬ 
nia, Colorado. Idaho, Montana, Nevada, 
New Mexico. Oregon, Utah. Washington 
and Wyoming. 

Non.—If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant request* that It be held at San 
Francisco or Martinez, California. 

Water Carrier Application 

No. WC 1315 (Sub-No. 1). filed April 
21. 1977. Applicant: BRENT TOWING 
COMPANY. INC., Industrial Harbor. 
Greenville, MS 38701. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: David A. Sutherlund, Suite 
400, 1150 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20036. Authority is 
sought to operate as a contract carrier by 
water transporting: Plastic material and 
products , in containers, in shipper fur¬ 
nished non-self-propelled barges, by 
towing, for the account of Union Car¬ 
bide Corporation, between Texas City 
and North Seadrlft, T-. on the one hand, 
and, on the other. Leetsdale, PA. using all 
available waterways. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, the applicant requests 
it be held at New Orleans, LA. 

' Finance Applicatons 
notice 

The following applications seek ap¬ 
proval to consolidate, purchase, merge, 
lease operating rights and properties, or 
acquire control through ownership of 
stock, of rail carriers or motor carriers 
pursuant to Sections 5(2) or 210a<b) of 
the Interstate Commerce Act 

An original and two copies of protests 
against the granting of the requested 
authority must be filed with the Com¬ 
mission on or before June 27, 1977. Such 
protest shall comply with Special Rules 
240(c) or 240(d) of the Commission’s 
General Rules of Practice (49 CFR 1100.- 
240) and shall include a concise state¬ 
ment of protestant’s interest In the pro¬ 
ceeding. A copy of the protest shall be 
served concurrently upon applicant’s 
representative, or applicant, if no rep¬ 
resentative is named. 

No. MC-F-12367. (Supplemental) 

(ROBINSON FREIGHT LINES, INC.— 
Puchase (Portion)—Dealers Transit. 
Inc.), published in the December 4. 1974 
Issue of the Federal Register. This sup¬ 
plemental notice reflects the decision of 
Division 3. as enumerated in its order 
served February 17.1977, to permit appli¬ 
cant to amend its application. Under the 
amended application applicant seeks to 
operate as a common carrier of Class A 
and B explosives over irregular routes be¬ 


tween points in Knox County, Tennessee, 
on the one hand, and on the other, points 
in Tennessee, Kentucky. North Carolina 
8outh Carolina and Virginia. 

No. MC-F-13148. (Correction* FED¬ 
ERAL FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC.—Pur¬ 
chase—Williams Transfer & Storage 
Co.), published in the March 24. 1877 
issue of the Federal Reglstep Prior 
notice should Include as follow*: stove 
and stove parts from Murray, Kentucky 
to points in Alabama, Arkansas. Con¬ 
necticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia. Illi¬ 
nois. Indiana, Iowa, Louisiana. Maine, 
Massachusetts. Michigan. Minnesota, 
Mississippi. Missouri. New' Hampshire, 
North Carolina. Ohio. Rhode Inland, 
South Carolina. Tennessee. Vermont, 
Wisconsin, and the District of Colum¬ 
bia, with restrictions. 

No. MC-F-13195. (Correction» -THE 
NEW BRITAIN TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY—Purchase—Corbin Coach 
Lines, Inc.), published In the April 28, 
1977, issue of the Federal Register on 
page 21715. Prior notice should read as 
follows: “Vendee is authorized to operate 
as a common carrier In all the State* 
in the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii) “ Instead of “Vendee is author¬ 
ized to operate as a common carrier tn 
Connecticut, Massachusetts. New York. 
New Jersey. Pennsylvania, Virginia, the 
District of Columbia and Florida ". 


No. MC-F-13205. Authority sought (or 
purchase by ALBINA TRANSFER CO. 
INC.. 714 N. Fremont. Portland. OR 
97227, of a portion of the operating rights 
of Terminal Transfer. Inc., 3601 N.W 
Ycon. Portland, OR 97210. and for ac¬ 
quisition by Clayton O. Robinson Burton 
L Robinson and William R. Robinson. all 
of 714 N. Fremont St.. Portland. OR 
97227, of control of such right; through 
the purchase. Applicants* attorney: 
Law'rence V. Smart Jr„ 419 NW . 23rd 
Avenue, Portland, OR Operating right* 
sought to be transferred: Heavy machin¬ 
ery. and building materials (except 
cement in bulk, in tank vehicle- >, as a 
common carrier over irregular routes be- 
tween points in Washington. Vendee k 
authorized to operate as a common car¬ 
rier in Oregon and Washington Applica¬ 
tion has been filed for temporary author¬ 
ity under section 210a<b). 

Nora — MC 732 (Sub-No. 13) Is n dtrec'P 
related matter. 

MC-F-13215. (C 06 PER-JARRCTT 
INC. — Purchase—Central City Exp 1 *®* 
Inc.), publlsheed in the May 19. 19< 7 - 
issue of the Federal Register. Applica¬ 
tion filed May 12. 1977, for temporary 
authority under section 210a(b> 


No. MC-F-13216. Authority aoitejuj? 
purchase by CALIFORNIA AND Vjj ^ Jv 
ERN STATES AMMONIA TRANS¬ 
PORT. INC., d/b/a CALIFORNIA AM¬ 
MONIA TRANSPORT, INC., 416 L*mon 
Avenue. Walnut, CA 91789 of a portion 
of the operating rights and 
of Allyn Transportation Company, wit 
South Central Avenue. Los Angela, 
90059. and for acquisition by bui 
Transportation. George G. Cross, Pr» * 
dent, also of Walnut, CA 91789. Appu 


FEDERAL REGISTER. VOL 42. NQ. 102—THURSDAY, MAY 26. 1477 





NOTICES 


27105 


facts’ attorneys: Wyman C. Kanpp, 
Suite 825. 605 South Olive Street, Los 
Angeles. CA 90014 and William J. Mon- 
hfim. P.O. Box 1756. 15942 Whittier 
Bird, Whittier. CA 90609. Operating 
rights sought to be transferred: Liquid 
fertilizer solutions and anhydrous am¬ 
monia. in bulk, as a common carrier over 
irregular route# from Points in Imperial 
County. California, to points in Arizona; 
dnAvrfrowy ammonia. In bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles from El Centro. California, to 
points in Nevada and to ports of entry 
on the United States-Mexico Boundary 
Line located hi California: Anhydrous 
ammonia, to bulk, in tank vehicles over 
regular routes from Pittsburgh, Rich¬ 
mond. Pinole, and Brea, Calif., to porta 
of entry in Calif., on the United States- 
Mexico International Boundary line, with 
no transportation for compensation on 
return except os otherwise authorized; 
Aqua ammonia, in bulk. In tanh vehicles, 
from points in California, to ports of 
miry to California on the United States- 
Mexico Boundary line, with no transpor¬ 
tation for compensation on return ex¬ 
cept 05 otherwise authorized, with 
restrictions; Liquid fertilizer <other than 
anhydrous ammonia), in bulk, in tank 
vehicles from points in Orange and Los 
Angeles Counties, Calif., to the United 
Btatcs-Mexlco Boundary Line at or near 
the port of entry at Calexico. California, 
Hth no transportation for compensation 
an return except as otherwise author- 
bed. with restrictions. California parent. 
Bulk Transportation was granted the 
rights of FW8 Development Co.. Inc., 
d'b/a PWS Trucking In MC-FC-76695. 
This Authority was granted January 28. 
lfTC, served February 8. 1977 and trans¬ 
ition was consummated March 15.1977. 
The certificate In this case has not been 
ittued. but when Issued it will be Docket 
No. MC 135215 under which Bulk Trans¬ 
portation will be authorized to operate 
u a common carrier in Arizona and 
California. Application has not been 
filed for temporary authority under sec¬ 
tion 210a rb). 

No. MC-F-13219. Authority sought for 
purchase by DODDS TRUCK LINE, 
DiC. 623 Lincoln. West Plains, MO.. 
J5T75 of the operating rights of Bennett 
Jack Line, Inc.. Paragould. Arkansas, 
JHSO. and for acquisition by Paul D. 
Dodd*, also of West Plains. MO 65775. of 
“otrol of such rights through the pur- 
Applicants* attorneys: R. Connor 
WjBin. 100 N. Main Bldg., Memphis, 
TN 38103 and Prank W. Taylor. Jr.. 1221 
Baltimore. Kansas City, MO 64105. Op- 
®^ting rights sought to be transferred: 
General commodifies, as a common car - 
•Ter over regular routes between Para- 
Ijjuid. Ark., and Lake City. Ark., serving 
intermediate points; between Parn- 
louid. Ark., and Memphis, Term., serv- 
» J*° intermediate points: between 
Bbtheville. Ark., and Turrell. Ark., serv- 
?5 no Intermediate points; between 
™*Kou)d Ark., and Little Rock. Ark. 
Jrf'nng all Intermediate points between 
ttjragoukl and Searcy, Ark; between 
nusKould, Art, and Coming. ArlL, serv- 
** aU intermediate points and the off- 


route point of Knobel. Ark. Vendee Is 
authorized to operate as a common car¬ 
rier In Kansas, Illinois. Missouri and 
Arkansas. Application has been filed for 
temporary authority. 

No. MC-F-13221. Authority sought for 
control and merger by HOHENWALD 
TRUCK LINKS. INC., Columbia High¬ 
way. Hohenwald. TN 38462. of Harpeth 
Freight Lines, Inc.. Confederate Drive, 
Franklin, TN 37064, and for acquisition 
by Robert V. Gafford, Columbia High¬ 
way. Hohenwald. TN 38462, of control 
of such rights through the transaction. 
Applicants' attorneys: A. O. Buck. 618 
United American Bank Bldg.. Nashville, 
TN 37219. and James Clarence Evans. 
18th FT. Third National Bank Bldg.. 
Nashville. TN 37219. Operating rights 
sought to be controlled and merged: 
General commodities, with exceptions os 
a common carrier over irregular routes 
between points within six miles of 
Franklin. Tenn.. including Prankltn, 
with restrictions: General commodities, 
with exceptions as a common carrier 
over regular routes between Franklin. 
Tenn., and Nashville, Tenn.. serving all 
intermediate points, between Arrington. 
Tenn.. and Nashville, Tenn., serving no 
Intermediate points; Under a certificate 
of Registration In Docket No. MC 97344 
< Sub-No. 6> authorising the transporta¬ 
tion of general commodities over irregu¬ 
lar routes in intrastate commerce solely 
within the State of Tennessee. Vendee is 
authorized to operate as a common car¬ 
rier in Tennessee. Application has been 
filed for temporary authority under sec¬ 
tion 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-13222. Authority sought for 
purchase by CAROLINA FREIGHT 
CARRIER CORPORATION. North 
Carolina Highway No. 150 East. Cherry- 
vtlie. N C. 28021. of the operating rights 
Of PERROW MOTOR FREIGHT LINES 
INCORPORATED. 800 Smith Street, 
Charleston, W. Va. 25301, of control of 
such rights through the purchase. Appli¬ 
cants' attorneys: John A, Vuono and 
William A- Gray. 2310 Grant Building. 
Pittsburgh. Pa. 15219 and Palmer E. 
Huffstetler. North Carolina Highway No. 
150 East, Cherryville. North Carolina 
28021. Operating rights sought to be pur¬ 
chased: Packlng-housgju-oducU. butter, 
and advertising matter, as a common 
carrier over irregular routes, between 
Charleston, W. Va., on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in Roane. Ca¬ 
bell. Putnam, Kanawha. Lincoln, Boone. 
Fayette, Nicholas, Clay. Greenbrier. 
Summers, Monroe, Mercer. McDowell. 
Wyoming. Raleigh. Mingo, Wayne, and 
Logan Counties, W. Va.; and under a 
Certificate of Registration in Docket No. 
MC-10794 (Sub-No. 5). covering the 
transportation of general commodities, 
except those of unsuual value, dangerous 
explosives, household goods, commodities 
in bulk, and commodities requiring spe¬ 
cial equipment, as a common carrier 
over regular route, in interstate com¬ 
merce, within the State of West Virginia. 
Vendee is authorized to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier in Alabama, Connecticut. 
Delaware. District of Columbia, Florida. 


Georgia. Illinois. Indiana, Kentucky. 
Maryland, Massachusetts, New Jersey, 
New York. North Carolina. Ohio, Penn¬ 
sylvania. Rhode Island. South Carolina, 
Tennessee. Virginia, West Virginia, and 
Wisconsin. Application has been filed 
for temporary authority under Section 
210a(b). 

Notk.— MC 2253 (Sub-No. 74) U a directly 
related matter. 

Motor Carriers or Passxhgxa 

No. MC-F-13225. Authority sought for 
purchase by THE CHIEPPO BUS COM¬ 
PANY, 192 Forbes Avenue, New Haven, 
CT 06512. to purchase a portion of the 
operating authority of EMPIRE BU3 
LINES, INC.. Route 32, Newburgh, New 
York 12550. and for acquisition by 
Thomas M. Chicppo of control of such 
rights through the purchase. Applicant s 
counsel: Thomas W. Murrctt. 342 North 
Main Street. West Hartford, CT 06117 
and Joseph G. Dali. Jr„ P.O. Box 567, 
McLean. VA 22101. Operating rights 
sought to be transferred: Passengers and 
their baggage, and express and news¬ 
paper In the same vehicle with passen¬ 
gers, as a common carrier over a regular 
route between Danbury. Connecticut and 
New Haven. Connecticut, serving all In¬ 
termediate points: From Danbury over 
U.S. Highway 6 to Sandy Hook. Con¬ 
nect! nit. thence over Connecticut High¬ 
way 34 to New Haven, and return over 
the same route. Vendee is authorized to 
operate as a common carrier In Connecti¬ 
cut. New York, Maine. New Hampshire. 
Vermont. Massachusetts. Rhode Island. 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania. Delaware, 
Maryland, District of Columbia. Ohio, 
Kentucky. Missouri. Kansas. Colorado, 
Utah. Arizona. California. Nevada. Wyo¬ 
ming, South Dakota. Iowa. Illinois. Indi¬ 
ana. West Virgtnia, Idaho, and Montana. 
Application has been filed for temporary 
authority under section 31 Oaf b). 

No. MC-F-13226. Authority sought for 
control by COLONIAL REFRIGER¬ 
ATED TRANSPORTATION. INC.. 9401 
Executive Park Drive. Suite 110. Knox¬ 
ville. TN 37919 of CLAREMONT MOTOR 
LINES, INC.. P.O. Box 100, Claremont. 
N.C- and for acquisition by C. E. 
McBRIDE. also of 9401 Executive Park 
Drive, Suite 110, Knoxville, TN 37919. of 
control of such rights through the trans¬ 
action. Applicants' attorneys: E. Steph¬ 
en He isle y. 666 Eleventh Street NW., 
Suite 805. Washington. D.C. 20001 and 
Bill R. Davis. Suite 101. Emerson Center, 
2814 New Spring Road, Atlanta, Go. 
30339. Operating rights sought to be con¬ 
trolled; (A> New furniture and furniture 
parts, as a common carrier, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, from Conover. Hickory. 
Lenoir. Lincolnian. and Newton. N.C„ to 
points in Ohio, points in that part of 
Virginia West of US. Highway 220. 
starting at the North Carolina-Virginia 
West of U.S. Highway 11 to the West 
Virginia-Virginia State line, except 
points In Lee, Scott, Wise, Russell. Dick¬ 
enson, and Washington Counties, Va.. 
points in West Virginia West of UA 
Highway 11, and points in Maryland 
West of US. Highway 11; CB> Salt and 
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salt products, and pepper, In packages, 
when transported in mixed loads with 
salt and salt products, as a common car¬ 
rier over irregular routes, from Marys¬ 
ville and 8t. Clair, Mich., and Rlttman 
and Akron, Ohio, to points In that part 
of Kentucky East of UB. Highway 31W; 
North Carolina. South Carolina; points 
in that part of Tennessee East of U.S. 
Highway 31W, commencing at the Ken- 
tucky-Tennessee State line to Nashville, 
Tennessee and running along U S. High¬ 
way 31 to the Tennessee-Alabama State 
line; and Virginia. (C) Animal and poul¬ 
try mineral feed mixtures, in packages, 
in mixed loads with salt and salt prod¬ 
ucts, as a common carrier over irregular 
routes, from Rlttman. Ohio and Marys¬ 
ville, Michigan, to the same points as set 
forth in (B) above. (D) (1) Salt and salt 
products; (2> pepper in packages, when 
moving in mixed loads with salt and salt 
products; and (3) animal and poultry 
feed, in packages, and mineral and pro¬ 
tein blocks for animal feeding, when 
moving in mixed loads with salt aud salt 
products, from Rlttman and Akron. 
Ohio, to points in West Virginia and 
Maryland. 

<E) (1) Salt and salt products; (2) 
animal and poultry feed, in packages, 
and mineral and protein blocks for ani¬ 
mal feeding, when moving in mixed loads 
with salt and salt products, os a common 
carrier over irregular routes, from Fair- 
port Harbor. Ohio, to points in North 
Carolina and Virginia, restricted against 
the transportation of salt and salt prod¬ 
ucts. In bulk, to points in Virginia; (F) 
Materials and supplies used in the agri¬ 
cultural. water treatment, food process¬ 
ing. wholesale grocery, and institutional 
supply Industries, in mixed loads with 
salt and salt products (otherwise author¬ 
ized >, as a common carrier, over Irregu¬ 
lar routes. (1) from Akron and Rlttman, 
Ohio, and Marysville and 8t. Clair, 
Mich., to points in that part of Kentucky 
East of U.8. Highway 31W; North 
Carolina, South Carolina; to points in 
that part of Tennessee East of U.8. High¬ 
way 31W commencing at the Kentucky, 
Tennessee State line to Nashville, Ten¬ 
nessee and running thence along UB. 
Highway 31 to the Tennessee-Alabama 
State line; and Virginia. (2) from Akron 
and Rlttman, Ohio to points in Mary¬ 
land and West Virginia. <0> Cotton 
yarn, on beams, as a common carrier, 
over irregular routes, from Statesville, 
N.C.. and points within 15 miles thereof, 
and Mount Holly. N.C.. and points within 
5 miles thereof, to New Bedford. Mass ; 
and. Empty yam beams, as a common 
carrier over Irregular routes, from New 
Bedford, Moss., to Statesville, N.C. and 
points within 15 miles thereof, and 
Mount Holly, N.C. and points within 
5 miles thereof. (H) Cotton yam, 
in cartons, as a common carrier over 
irregular routes, from Statesville, N.C., 
and points within 15 miles thereof, 
and Mount Holly, N.C.. and points 
within 5 miles thereof, to Baltimore, 
Md., Newark. N.J., points in the 
New York. N.Y. commercial zone, as de¬ 
fined in 1 M.C.C. 565. points in that part 
of Pennsylvania on and east of UB. 


Highway 11, and points in Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, and Rhode Island; (i) 
Poultry, poultry products, poultry din¬ 
ners, and animal feed, as a common car¬ 
rier, over irregular routes, from points In 
Wilkes, Alexander, and Union Counties, 
N.C., and Hanover and Accomack Coun¬ 
ties. Vu, to points in that part of the 
United States east of a line beginning at 
the mouth of the Mississippi River, and 
extending along the Mississippi River to 
its junction with the western boundaries 
of Itasca County, Minn., thence north¬ 
ward along the western boundaries of 
Itasca and Koochiching Counties. Minn., 
to the United States-Conada Boundary 
line, and points in Louisiana. Iowa. Mis¬ 
souri. Arkansas, Kansas, Nebraska, 
Oklahoma and Minnesota, restricted 
against the transportation of commodi¬ 
ties in bulk and to the transportation of 
traffic originating at the above-named 
origin points. 

<J) New furniture, os a common car¬ 
rier, over irregular routes, from points in 
Alexander, Burke. Caldwell. Catawba, 
Iredell, and Lincoln Counties, N.C.. to 
points in Michigan and points In those 
parts of both New York and Pennsyl¬ 
vania on and west of U.8. Highway 11; 
(K> New r furniture, as a common carrier, 
over irregular routes, from points in 
Alexander, Burke. Caldwell, Catawba, 
Iredell, and Lincoln Counties, N.C. to 
points in Indiana; (L) Canned and pre¬ 
served foodstuffs, as a common carrier 
over irregular routes, from Biglerville 
and Gardners. Pennsylvania and In wood, 
W. Va.. to points in North Carolina; (M) 
Canned goods and preserves and vinegar. 
In bottles and barrels, as a common car¬ 
rier. over regular routes, between In¬ 
wood. W. Va.. and Biglerville, Pa„ serving 
no intermediate points: from Inwood 
over UB. Highway 11 to Chambersburg, 
Pa., thence over UB. Highway 30 to Get¬ 
tysburg, Pa,; and thence over Pennsyl¬ 
vania Highway 34 to Biglerville. and re¬ 
turn over the same route, (n) Apples and 
peaches, as a common carrier, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, from Winchester. Berryvilie, 
Mt. Jackson, New Market, and Front 
Royal. Va.. Romney, Berkeley Springs, 
Martinsburg. Charles Town, and Tobler's 
8tatton, W. Va., to points In North Car¬ 
olina; (O) Fruit products, canned goods, 
sauerkraut, and pickles, as a common 
carrier over irregular routes, from Win¬ 
chester, Strasburg, Front Royal. Harri¬ 
sonburg. and Waynesboro, Va., and In¬ 
wood and Martinsburg. W. Va., to points 
in North Carolina; (P) Canned Food 
products, as a common carrier, over ir¬ 
regular routes from Front Royal, Va., to 
points in North Carolina. Vendee Is au¬ 
thorized to operate as a common carrier 
in all States in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii). Application has 
been filed for temporary authority under 
Section 210a(b>. 

Amended Notice 

AMERICAN RAIL HERITAGE. LTD., 
208 North Market Street. Marion. Illi¬ 
nois. 62959, represented by Mr. James W. 
Sanders, Attorney, 208 North Market 
8treet, Marlon. Illinois 62959, hereby 
given notice that on the 4th day of April, 
1977. It filed with the Interstate Com¬ 


merce Commission at Washington. DC I 
an application under 8ectlon 1<18 oil 
the Interstate Commerce Act for an or¬ 
der approving and authorizing the acoul- 
sltlon and operation of a line of i ailn»4 
owned by the Illinois Central Gulf Rail¬ 
road Company between railroad milepost 
99.47 near Ordill, Illinois, to railroad 
milepost 108 at Mande, Illinois, a dis¬ 
tance of approximately 8.53 miles, which 
application is assigned Finance Doric! 
No. 28360. 

Applicant proposes to acquire and op¬ 
erate both freight and tourist trains co 
a branch line of railroad presently 
owned by Illinois Central Gulf Railroad 
Company, a portion of which Is presently 
leased to the applicant for the ojmmuUoq 
of a tourist train. The branch line to be 
acquired extends from railroad milepcrt 
99.47 near OrdiU, Illinois, to railroad 
milepost 108 at Mande, Illinois, a dis¬ 
tance of 8.53 miles, located solely to 
Williamson County. Illinois The line I 
passes through the town of Markm. HU-1 
nols, making interchange with the Mis¬ 
souri Pacific Railroad (formerly Chic, io | 
and Eastern Illinois). 


In the opinion of the applicant, the 
granting of the authority sought vrill | 
not constitute a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment within the meaning 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969. In accordance with the 
Commission’s regulations (49 CFP. I 
1108 8) in Ex Parte No. 55 (Sub-No. 4*. 
Revised Guidelines for Implementa¬ 
tion-National Environmental Policy | 
Act. 1969. 352 I.C.C. 451 (1976*. any j 
protests may Include a statement in¬ 
dicating the presence or absence of any ' 
effect of the requested Commission 
action on the Quality of the human | 
environment. If any such effect ts alleged [ 
to be present, the statement shall in¬ 
dicate with specific data the exact nature 
and degree of the anticipated impact. 
8e© Implementation—National Environ¬ 
mental Policy Act. 1969. supra, at p. *67 
Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Interstate Commerce Act, as amended, 
the proceeding will be handled without 
public hearings unless comments to 
support or opposition on such applica¬ 
tion are filed with the Secretary. Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission. 12th and 
Constitution Avenue, NW.. Washington. 
DC. 20423, and the aforementioned 
counsel for applicant, within 30 day* 
after date of first publication in a news¬ 
paper of general circulation. Any inter¬ 
ested person is entitled to recommend 
to the Commission that it approve, 
approve, or take any other specified 
action with respect to such application 


AMERICAN RAIL HERITAGE. LTD 

CHICAGO AND NORTH WESTERN 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 400 

West Madison Street, Chicago. Uli^h 


60606, represented by Louis T. Duerinck 
General Solicitor, Chicago and Norm 
Western Transportation Compaiiy. 
West Madison Street, Chicago, nimotf 
60606, hereby give notice that on the 
day of May, 1977, it filed with the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission at 
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bigtom, D.C., an application under 
Section 5(2) of the Interstate Commerce 
/let for an order approving and authori¬ 
ng the trackage rights by the Chicago 
ind North Western Transportation 
Company (CNW) over the tracks of the 
Elgin, Joliet and Eastern Railway 
Company at West Chicago Junction. 
DuPsgc County. Illinois, a distance of 
approximately 2.4 miles, which applica¬ 
tion Is assigned Finance Docket No. 

2844$. 

* A cross-over will be constructed be¬ 
ginning at Eastern Station 2285+33.9, 
located 240 feet south of Eastern mile¬ 
post 44. Truckage rights will extend north 
to Eastern Station 2186+87.4. Rights 
will also Include a track presently con¬ 
necting the Eastern main track. Eastern 
Station 2227+39.2, with the main track 
pf the former Chicago Oreat Western 
Railroad Company (CGW), a predeces¬ 
sor of North Western. 

The North Western track paralleling 
Eastern track is North Western’s Bel- 
ridere Subdivision of the Illinois Di¬ 
vision. extending from West Chicago, to 
Winnebago, Illinois, 70.2 miles. It, to¬ 
gether with Eastern’s track passes under 
the former COW line at North Western 
milepost 32.3. The former COW track is 
now North Western’s Inga 1 ton Subdi- 
rhion of the Illinois Division, extending 
7DJ miles from Elmhurst to Byron, 
HUnois. A connecting track is presently 
wed In the southwest quadrant of the 
fade separation to connect the two 
lubdlvhions. 

To serve industries on the Ingalton 
Subdivision East of the grade separation. 
North Western trains presently use the 
wuthwest connecting track to go up onto 
the Eastern tracks to Ingalton. where 
the locomotive runs around the train so 
ttat the train may proceed eastward. 

Under the proposed operation, the 
North Western train would proceed 
oorth over Eastern tracks to clear point 
of switch of the Eastern connecting track 
to the northeast quadrant Trains will 
use the Eastern connecting track 
to up onto the Ingalton Subdivision 
'or movements east of the connection. 

Movements to points west on the In- 
gjum Subdivision will continue to use 
North Western's connecting track in the 
Wthwesi quadrant. In this way no trains 
rfll move over the bridges, and both 
foids will avoid substantial expenditures 
to repairing the bridges. 

to the opinion of the applicant, the 
luting of the authority sought will not 
G*tttiUito a major Federal action slgnifl- 
affecting the quality of the hu- 
environment- within the meaning 
« the National Environmental Policy 
** of 1969. In accordance with the 
regulations (49 CT JR. 
in Ex Porte No. 55 (Sub-No. 4), 
«Jipiementation—National Envlronmen- 
Policy Act, 1969, 352 I.C.C. 451 <1976>, 
protests may include a statement Jn- 
jeatmg the presence or absence of any 
r^t of the requested Commission ac- 
on the quality of the human envi- 
ament. if any such effect is alleged to 
^ Present, the statement shall Indicate 
41 specific data the exact nature and 


degree of the anticipated impact. See 
Implementation—National Environmen¬ 
tal Policy Act, 1969, supra, at p. 487. 

Interested persons may participate 
formally in a proceeding by submitting 
written comments regarding the appli¬ 
cation. Such submissions shall indicate 
the proceeding designation Finance 
Docket No. 28468 and the original and 
2 copies thereof shall be filed with the 
Secretary. Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission. Washington. DC. 20423. not 
later than 45 days after the date notice 
of the filing of the application is pub¬ 
lished In the Federal Register. Such 
written comments shall include the fol¬ 
lowing: the person’s position, e.g.. party 
protest&nt or party in support, regarding 
the proposed transaction; specific rea¬ 
sons why approval would or would not 
be in the public interest: and a request 
for oral hearing if one is desired. Addi¬ 
tionally. Interested persons who do not 
intend to formally participate In a pro¬ 
ceeding but who desire to comment 
thereon, may file such statements and 
information as they may desire, subject 
to the filing and service requirements 
specified herein. Persons submitting 
written comments to the Commission 
shall, at the same time, serve copies of 
such written comments upon the appli¬ 
cant, the Secretary of Transportation 
and the Attorney General. 

CHICAGO AND NORTH WESTERN 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY 

LOUIS VILLI AND NASHVILLE RAILROAD COM¬ 
PANY <L4tN>, 908 WEST BROADWAY, 
LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY 40201 

Represented by Mr. Emried D. Cole. 
Jr.. Assistant General Solicitor or Mr. R. 
Lyle Key. Jr. Commerce Attorney. Louis¬ 
ville and Nashville Railroad Company, 
908 West Broadway. Louisville. Kentucky 
40201, hereby give notice that on the 29th 
day of April. 1977, it Wed with the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission at Wash¬ 
ington, DC., an application under Sec¬ 
tion 1(18) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act for an order approving and author¬ 
izing its construction of a Connecting 
Track, approximately 1.300 feet in length, 
between Its Mon on Subdivision and the 
South Bend Subdivision of the Grand 
Trunk Western Railroad Company 
(GTW> at Munster. Lake County, Indi¬ 
ana, which application is assigned Fi¬ 
nance Docket No. 28464. 

Applicant proposes to construct a new 
line of railroad. The line of railroad ap¬ 
plicant proposes to construct will be lo¬ 
cated wholly within Lake County. Indi¬ 
ana. The Connecting Track will be lo¬ 
cated in the southwest quadrant of the 
LAN-GTW crossing at Munster, Indiana. 
It will diverge from the LAN at a point 
721 feet south of the LAN-GTW crossing 
and Join the GTW at a point 700 feet 
west of that crossing. The Connecting 
Track will be located within the corpo¬ 
rate limits of Munster, Lake County. In¬ 
diana. and it will not pass through any 
other incorporated city or village. Appli¬ 
cant proposes to construct only the sin¬ 
gle connecting track, which will be ap¬ 
proximately 1,300 feet in length. 


Since there is currently no connection 
between LAN and GTW in the vicinity of 
their crossing at Munster, Indiana, the 
Connecting Track must be constructed to 
enable LAN to utilize the trackage rights 
it seeks to obtain over GTW between 
Munster and Thornton Junction, Illi¬ 
nois. The Connecting Track is thus di¬ 
rectly related to the trackage rights 
project which Is before the Interstate 
Commerce Commission in Finance 
Docket No. 27972. 

In the opinion of the applicant, the 
granting of the authority sought will not 
constitute a major Federal action signifi¬ 
cantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment within the mean¬ 
ing of the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969. In accordance 
with the Commission’s regulations (49 
C.F.R. 1108.12) in Ex Parte No. 
55 (Sub-No. 4), Implementation—Na¬ 
tional Environmental Policy Act. 1969, 
352 I.C.C. 451 (1976), any protests may 
Include a statement indicating the pres¬ 
ence or absence of any effect of the re¬ 
quested Commission action on the quality 
of the human environment. If any such 
effect is alleged to be present, the state¬ 
ment shall indicate with specific data the 
exact nature and degree of the antici¬ 
pated Impact. Sec Implementation—Na¬ 
tional Environmental Policy Act, 1969, 
supra at p. 487. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the In¬ 
terstate Commerce Act, as amended, the 
proceeding will be handled without pub¬ 
lic hearings unless comments in support 
or opposition on such application are filed 
with the Secretary, Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 12th and Constitution Av¬ 
enue. NW„ Washington. D.C. 20423, and 
the aforementioned counsel for appli¬ 
cant. within 30 days after date of Arst 
publication in a newspaer of general cir¬ 
culation. Any Interested person is enti¬ 
tled to recommend to the Commission 
that it approve, disapprove, or take any 
other specified action with respect to 
such application. 

LOUISVILLE AND NASHVILLE RAILROAD 
COMPANY 

Operating Rights Application <8) Di¬ 
rectly Related to Finance Proceedings 

The following operating rights applica¬ 
tion^) are Aled in connection with pend¬ 
ing finance applications under 8cction 
5(2) of the Interstate Commerce Act, or 
seek tracking and/or gateway elimination 
in connection with transfer applications 
under Section 212(b) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act. 

An original and two copies of protests 
to the granting of the authorities must 
be Aled with the Commission within 30 
days after the date of this Federal Reg¬ 
ister notice. Such protests shall comply 
with Special Rule 247(d) of the Commis¬ 
sion’s General Rules of Practice (49 CFR 
1100.247) and Include a concise statement 
of protestant’s interest in the proceeding 
and copies of lts conflicting authorities. 
Verified statements In opposition should 
not be tendered at this time. A copy of the 
protest shall be served concurrently upon 
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applicant's representative, or applicant 
If no representative is named. 

Each applicant states that there w ill be 
no significant effect on the quality of the 
human environment resulting from ap¬ 
proval of its application. 

No. MC 732 < 8 ub-No. 13). filed May 
13. 1977. Applicant: ALBINA TRANS¬ 
FER COMPANY. INC-, 714 N. Fremont. 
Portland. Oregon 97227. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: Lawrence W. Smart, Jr.. 419 
NAV. 23rd Avenue. Portland. Oregon 
97210. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Heavy 
Machinery and Building Materials ^ ex¬ 
cept commodities in bulk, commodities 
requiring special equipment), between 
Portland. Oreg., on the one hand. and. 
points In Washington, on the other 
hand. 

Nome.—The purpuee o l ihim tiling 1* to 
eliminate the gateway o l Vancouver, Woah. 
Thte Is a matter directly related to a Section 
6(2) finance proceeding in MC-F-I3206. IT 
a hearing la deemed neceroary, the applicant 
request* it he held at Portland. Oregon No¬ 
tice of the filing to MC-F-13206 appear* in 
a prior section of this Issue. 

No. MC 10761 < Sub-No. 284). filed May 
6 . 1977. Applicant: TRANSAMERICAN 
FREIGHT LINES, INC.. 5650 Foremost 
Drive S.E.. Orand Rapids, Michigan 
49506. Applicant's representative: A. Da¬ 
vid Millner. c/o Bowes. Mlllncr. Rodgers 
& Llberstein. P.O. Box 1409. 167 Fairfield 
Road. Fairfield, NJ. 07006. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: (1) General commodities, 
except loose bulk commodities (except 
aluminum scrap borings); livestock; ex¬ 
plosives, except small arms ammunition; 
currency; bullion; commodities exceed¬ 
ing ordinary equipment and loading fa¬ 
cilities. over the following routes in 
conjunction with the carrier's routes be¬ 
tween Chicago. Illinois and Cleveland. 
Ohio; between Chicago and Flint, Michi¬ 
gan; between Chicago and Jackson. 
Michigan: and between Chicago and De¬ 
troit, Michigan: From Chicago over In¬ 
terstate Highway 94 to Michigan City. 
Indiana and return over the same route; 
From Michigan City. Indiana over In¬ 
terstate Highway 94 to Kalamazoo. 
Michigan and return over the same 
route: From Kalamazoo, Michigan over 
UB. Highway 131 to Grand Rapids, 
Michigan, and return over the same 
route: restriction: Service between the 
termini or between intermediate points 
on the above-designated routes Is re¬ 
stricted to traffic moving to, from, or 
through South Bend. Indiana. (2) Gen¬ 
eral commodities, except those of un¬ 
usual value, dangerous explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined In Practices of 
Motor Common Carriers of Household 
Goods. 17 M.C.C. 467. commodities in 
bulk commodities requiring special 
equipment, as an alternate route for 
operating convenience only: Between 
Benton Harbor, Michigan, and Chicago, 
Illinois, serving no intermediate points, 
and serving Benton Harbor for purposes 


of joinder only: From Benton Harbor 
over Interstate Highway 94 to Chicago 
and return over the same route. 

Not*.—T hl* application ie directly related 
to No. MC-F-12928, currently pending before 
the Commission, in which applicant seeks to 
transfer to Ryder Truck Ltnee. Inc. operat¬ 
ing authority over regular routes to Michi¬ 
gan. Indiana and Illinois. The purpose of 
this application U to obtain appropriate 
authority to conduct operations consistent 
with regular routes which are being retained 
by the applicant. Applicant's request that 
this application be granted Is conditioned 
upon approval of applicant's request to sell 
and transfer the authority described to No. 
MC-F-12028. Applicant requesta that this ap¬ 
plication be assigned far hearing at the same 
time and place as the hearing to No. MC- F- 
12926. Notice of the authority sought In MC- 
F-12926 appeared to the FXdxxal Rcorrm 
bwe of Auguet 19. 1976. 

No. MC 61440 (Sub-No. 159), filed 
April 7. 1977. Applicant: LEE WAY MO¬ 
TOR FREIGHT. INC., 3000 West Reno 
Oklahoma City, Okla. 73108. Applicant's 
representative: Richard H. ChampUn. 
P.O. Box 82488, Oklahoma City. Okla. 
7310d. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities, (except commodities in 
bulk), ( 1 > Between Columbus, Ohio and 
the Ohio-Pennsylvania State Line near 
Conncflut, Ohio, serving all Intermediate 
points: From Columbus over Interstate 
Highway 71 to Cleveland, thence over 
Interstate Highway 90 to the Ohio-Penn- 
sylvania State Line near Comieaut, and 
return over the same route; (2) Between 
Columbus. Ohio and Ohio-Pennaylvania 
State Line near Youngstown. Ohio, serv¬ 
ing all intermediate points: From Co¬ 
lumbus over U .8 Highway 62 to Youngs¬ 
town. thence over U. 8 . Highway 62 to the 
OhJo-PennsyIvanta State Line, near 
Youngstown and return over the same 
route; (3) Between Columbus. Ohio and 
the Ohio-West Virginia State Line near 
Bridgeport. Ohio, serving all intermedi¬ 
ate points: From Columbus over Inter¬ 
state Highway 70 to the Ohio-West Vir¬ 
ginia State Line near Bridgeport, and re¬ 
turn over the same route: (4) Between 
Columbus and Marietta. Ohio serving ail 
intermediate points: From Columbus, 
over US. Highway 33 to junction with 
UJ3. Highway Alternate 50. thence over 
UJ3. Highway Alternate 50 to Marietta, 
and return over the same route: (5) Be¬ 
tween Columbus, Ohio and Pomeroy, 
Ohio serving all Intermediate points: 
From Columbus over U.S. Highway 33 to 
Pomeroy, and return over the same 
route; ( 6 * Between Columbus. Ohio and 
Chesapeake, Ohio serving all intermedi¬ 
ate points: From Columbus over US. 
Highway 23 to Portsmouth, thence over 
UJB. Highway 52 to Chesapeake, and re¬ 
turn over the same route: (7) Between 
Columbus, Ohio and Cincinnati. Ohio 
serving all intermediate points: From 
Columbus over Interstate Highway 71 to 
Cincinnati, and return over the some 
route: (Si Between Columbus. Ohio and 
the Ohio-Indiana State Line near New 
Paris. Ohio serving oil intermediate 
points: Prom Columbus over Interstate 
Hhigway 70 to the Ohio-Indiana State 


Line near New Paris, and return over the 
same route. 

(9) Between Columbus. Ohio and the 
Ohio-Indiana State Line near McGill. 
Ohio serving all Intermediate point* 
From Columbus over U S. Highway 33 ^ 
Belief on talne. thence over Ohio High¬ 
way 117 to Lima, thence over UB. High¬ 
way 30-S to Delphoa. thence over USL 
Highway 30 to the Ohio-Indiana $ut* 
Line near McGill, and return over the 
same route; (10) Between Columbia. 
Ohio and Toledo. Ohio serving ail inter¬ 
mediate points: (a) From Columbia 
over UJS. Highway 33 to Belief* ntairt 
thence over Ohio Highway 117 to Umi, 
thence over Interstate Highway 75 to To¬ 
ledo, and return over the same route; and 
<b> From Columbus, over US. Highway 
23 to Ha junction with Ohio Highway U. 
thence over Ohio Highway 15 to Findlay, 
thence over Interstate Highway 75 to To¬ 
ledo, and return over the same route; 
(11) Between Columbus, Ohio and San¬ 
dusky. Ohio serving ail Intermediate 
points: From Columbus, over U.& High¬ 
way 23 to its junction with Ohio Highway 
98 at or near Waldo, thence over Ohio 
Highway 98 to Bucyrus, thence over Ohio 
Highway 4 to Sandusky, and return ever 
the same route. Service is authoruai 
from and to all points In Ohio a* off- 
route points In connection with lbs 
routes named in ( 1 )-< 11 ) above, re¬ 
stricted against serving commercial zone 
points outside of Ohio; and further re¬ 
stricted to the transportation of traffic 
moving from, to or through Columbus 
Ohio. 

Nora—The purpose of Uxia application k 
to convert irregular route authorny to rtgw 
lor route authority, and also to comen a 
Certificate of Registration to a Certificate cf 
Public Convenience and Neceaalty. Apphcast 
state* it Intends to tack the authority sought 
hereto to other authority contained to MC 
61440 and Sub* thereto to provide a throng)! 
service between all point* served and the 
the authority sought herein, and will vm 
the instant authority to bridge existing so- 
thorny to provide service to other polna ts 
MC 61440 beyond the authority eought here¬ 
to. This matter la directly routed to a lUiaoct 
proceeding under Section 6(2) In MC-F- 
13166 published ta the Ffcooui. Rxnurm h- 
sue of April 21, 1977. If a bearing !* defined 
necessary, applicant request* It be held si 
either Columbus, Ohio, Atlanta. Ox., or 
DaUaa, Tex. 

No. MC 96938 <8ub-No. 2>. filed 
March 31, 1977. Applicant: ARKANSAS 
TRANSIT HOMES. INC . 8400 Ma behalf 
Pike. Little Rock. Ark. 72209. Applicant* 
representative: Harold O. Hemly. Jr. IN 
North 8 t Asaph Street, Alexandria Vs 
22314. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Trailer* 
designed to be drawn by passenger auto¬ 
mobiles. and component parts when mov¬ 
ing In such trailers, and boats, between 
points in the state of Arkansas, *** 
unrestricted right to tack and Join with 
the authority in No. MC 138378. 

Nor*.—The purpose of this application U 
to seek tacking of the authority held 
pUcant in No. MC 96008 with that It **** 
to purchase to No. MO PC-77046 to prow 
service between point* In Bowie and 
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Ooui *.e». Tex., end Little Hirer. Hemp- 
rtr.u? aerler. end Miller Counties, Ark., on 
tbe one hind. end. on the other, points in 
Artur***. IxmliUm*. Oklahoma, and Texas. 
Thi* appikation is directly related to a Sec¬ 
tion 212(h) transfer proceeding In No. MC- 
PC 77045 published In the Pm nut. Rrcitrrrn 
*r.i<* of May ft, 1077. If a hearing is deemed 
MCCMAty. the applicant requests that it be 
htid at 1 title Rock. Ark ; Memphis Trnn ; 
or WtAbtagtOfe D C. 

No. MC 143201 (Sub-No. 1 ), filed 
May 2 . 1977. Applicant: MID-SOUTH 
TRUCKING, INC., 014 N. Commerce 
Street. Tupelo, Mississippi 38801. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: David M. Sch- 
warU 1025 Connecticut Avenue NW, 
Suite 500. Washington. D.C. 20036. Au¬ 
thority nought to operate as contract car - 
tier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
route#, transporting: meat . meat prod - 
uts. and meat by-products, articles dis¬ 
tributed by meat packinghouses, and such 
commodities as are used by meat packers 
to the conduct of their business when des¬ 
tined to or for use by meat packers, (ex¬ 
cept commodities fn bulk and hides), as 
described In Sections A, C. and D of Ap¬ 
pendix I to the report In Descriptions in 
Kotor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 
and 766. (a) from the planteite, ware- 
house*, and storage facilities used by 
Ifid-Soiith Packers, Incorporated, at or 
near Tupelo. Mississippi, to points In the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii; and (b) from points In Alabama. 
Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indi¬ 
ana, Iowa. Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana. 
Minnesota. Missouri Nebraska. Ohio. 
Oklahoma. Tennessee, Texas, and Wis¬ 
consin to the plantslte, warehouses, and 
rtarage facilities used by Mid-South 
Packers. Incorporated, at or near Tupelo. 
MhsiTctppi, under a continuing contract 
or contracts with Mid-South Packers, 
Incorporated. Tupelo, Mississippi. 

Hart -Common control is involved In rc- 

Pocket No. MC-P-J3212. Tf & hearing is 
neceoary, the applicant requests 
U»at It be held In Philadelphia. Pa or Wash- 

DC, 

Acandohment Applications 

NOTICE OF FINDINGS 

Notice to hereby given pursuant to sec¬ 
tion la<6)<a) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act that orders have been entered 
to the following abandonment applies- 

wltfcb are administratively Anal 
*ad which found that subject to condl- 
UotA the present and future public con¬ 
venience and necessity permit abandon¬ 
ment. 

A Certificate of Abandonment wUJ be 
teued to the applicant carriers 30 days 
Mter this Federal Register publication 
toiler the instructions set forth In the 
notice# are followed. 

[Docket No AB-l; 8ub-No. 321 

Chicago and North Western Transpor¬ 
tation Company Abandonment Be¬ 
tween Watertown and Doland. in 
Codington, Clark and Spink Coun¬ 
ties. South Dakota 

NOTICE OF FINDINGS 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to Scc- 

ln'6 ><ni of the Interstate Com¬ 


merce Act (49 U.S.C. la< 6 ) (a) > that by 
an order entered on May 2. 1977, by the 
Commission, and the decision and order 
of the Commission, Review Board Num¬ 
ber 5. served December 23. 1976, except 
as modified adopted the initial decision 
of the Administrative Law Judge entered 
on August 19, 1976. a finding, which to 
administratively final, was made stating 
that, subject to the conditions for the 
protection of railway employees pre¬ 
scribed by the Commission In Chicago, 
B. 6 Q. A. Co., Abandonment, 257 I.C.C, 
700, the present and future public con¬ 
venience and necessity permit the aban¬ 
donment by the Chicago and North 
Western Transportation Company of 
that portion of its branch line of rail¬ 
road beginning at milepost 351.0 near 
Clark, South Dakota, and extending to 
the end of that line at milepost 369.7 
near Doland. South Dakota. A certificate 
of abandonment will be issued to the 
Chicago and North Western Transpor¬ 
tation Company based on the above- 
described finding of abandonment. 30 
days after publication of this notice, un¬ 
less within 30 days from the date of 
publication, the Commission further 
finds that: 

(1> A financially responsible person 
'including a government entity) has of¬ 
fered financial assistance (In the form 
of a rail service continuation payment) 
to enable the rail service Involved to be 
continued; and 

(2) It to likely that such proffered as¬ 
sistance would: 

(a) Cover the difference between the 
revenues which are attributable to such 
line of railroad and the avoidable cost 
of providing rail freight service on such 
line, together with a reasonable return 
on the value of such line, or 

(b) Cover the acquisition cost of all 
or any portion of such line of railroad. 

If the Commission so finds, the issu¬ 
ance of a certificate of abandonment will 
be postponed for such reasonable time, 
not to exceed 6 months, as to necessary 
to enable such person or entity to enter 
into a binding agreement, with the 
carrier seeking such abandonment, to 
provide such assistance or to purchase 
such line and to provide for the contin¬ 
ued operation of rail services over such 
line. Upon notification to the Commis¬ 
sion of the execution of such an assist¬ 
ance or acquisition and operating agree¬ 
ment, the Commission shall postpone the 
Issuance of such a certificate for such 
period of time as such an agreement 
(Including any extensions or modifica¬ 
tions) Is in effect. Information and pro¬ 
cedures regarding the financial assist¬ 
ance for continued rail service or the ac¬ 
quisition of the involved rail line are 
contained in the Notice of the Commis¬ 
sion entitled ‘'Procedures for Pending 
Rail Abandonment Cases'* published in 
the Federal Register on March 31. 1976. 
at 41 FR 13691. All interested persons 
are advised to follow the instructions 
contained therein as well as the instruc¬ 
tions contained in the above-referenced 
order. 


|Dock«t No AB-26; Sub-No. 0) 

The Georgia Northern Railway Com¬ 
pany Abandonment of Operations 
Between Albany and Cordele, 
Georgia 

NOTICE OF FINDINGS 

Notice to hereby given pursuant to Sec¬ 
tion la< 6 ) (a) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act (49 U.S.C. la( 6 ) (a)) that by 
an order entered on April 12. 1977, and 
the decision and order of the Commis¬ 
sion. Division 3, served December 17. 
1976. except as modified, affirmed and 
adopted the initial decision of the Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge entered on July 
20 , 1976, a finding which to administra¬ 
tively final, was made stating that* sub¬ 
ject to the conditions for the protection 
of railway employees prescribed by the 
Commission in Chicago, B. <fr Q. It, Co., 
Abandonment, 257 I.C.C. 700. and for 
public use as set forth in said order, the 
present and future public convenience 
and necessity permit the abandonment 
of operations by The Georgia Northern 
Railway Company over that port of Its 
line of railroad beginning at milcpor>t 
1.60 northeast of Albany, Georgia, and 
milepost 34.44 at Cordele. Georgia, ns 
weU as the reclassification of the line 
from milepost 32.6 at West Cordele to 
milepost 34.44 at Cordele as on indus¬ 
trial lead, subject to conditions set forth 
in the Initial decision and order served 
August 6 , 1976. A certificate of abandon¬ 
ment will be Issued to The Georgia 
Northern Railway Company based on the 
above-described finding of abandonment. 
30 days after publication of this notice, 
unless within 30 days from the date of 
publication, the Commission further 
finds that: 

(1) A financially responsible person 
(Including a government entity) has of¬ 
fered financial assistance (in the form 
of a rail service continuation payment > 
to enable the rail service involved to be 
continued: and . 

(2) It is likely tliat such proffered as¬ 
sistance would: 

<a) Cover the difference between the 
revenues which are attributable to such 
line of railroad and the avoidable coat of 
providing rail freight service on such 
line, together with a reasonable return 
on the value of such line, or 

<b> Cover the acquisition cost of all or 
any portion of such line of railroad. 

If the Commission so finds, the Issu¬ 
ance of a certificate of abandonment will 
be postponed for such reasonable time, 
not to exceed 6 months, as to necessary 
to enable such person or entity to enter 
into a binding agreement, with the car¬ 
rier seeking such abandonment, to pro¬ 
vide such assistance or to purchase such 
line and to provide for the continued op¬ 
eration of rail services over such line. 
Upon notification to the Commission of 
the execution of such an assistance or 
acquisition and operating agreement, the 
Commission shall postpone the Issuance 
of such a certificate for such period of 
time as such an agreement (including 
any extensions or modifications i to in ef¬ 
fect Information and procedures regard¬ 
ing the financial assistance for continued 
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rail service or the acquisition of the in¬ 
volved rail line are contained in the No¬ 
tice of the Commission entitled •‘Proce¬ 
dures for Pending Rail Abandonment 
Cases* published in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter on March 31. 1976. at 41 FR 13691. 
All interested persons are advised to fol¬ 
low the instructions contained therein as 
well as the instructions contained in the 
above-referenced order. 

(Docket No. AB-31. Sub-No. 31 

Grand Trunk Western Railroad Com¬ 
pany Abandonment Between Marne 
and Grand Haven. In Ottawa County. 
Michigan 

NOTICE Or FINDINGS 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to Sec¬ 
tion la(6>(a> of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act (49 U.S.C. la<6> (a)) that by 
an order entered on March 28, 1977. a 
finding, which is administratively final, 
was made by the Commission. Division 3. 
stating that, subject to the conditions for 
the protection of railway employees pre¬ 
scribed by the Commission in Chicago . 
B. & Q R. CoAbandonment , 257 I.C.C. 
700, the present and future public con¬ 
venience and necessity permit the aban¬ 
donment by the Grand Trunk Western 
Railroad Company of that portion of its 
branch line, and operation thereof, be¬ 
tween milepost 172.6 at Cooperville, 
Michigan, and milepost 188.25 at Grand 
Haven. Michigan, all of which is located 
in Ottawa County, Michigan. A certifi¬ 
cate of abandonment will be issued to the 
Grand Trunk Western Railroad Com¬ 
pany based on the above-described find¬ 
ing of abandonment, 30 days after publi¬ 
cation of this notice, unless within 30 
days from the date of publication, the 
Commission further finds that: 

(1) A financially responsible person 
(including a government entity) has of¬ 
fered financial assistance (in the form of 
a rail service continuation payment) to 
enable the rail service involved to be 
continued: and 

<2> It is likely that such proffered as¬ 
sistance would: 

<a> Cover the difference between the 
revenues which are attributable to such 
line of railroad and the avoidable cost of 
providing rail freight service on such 
line, together with a reasonable return on 
the value of such line, or 

<b> Cover the acquisition cost of all 
or any portion of such line of railroad. 

If the Commission so finds, the is¬ 
suance of a certificate of abandonment 
will be postponed for such reasonable 
time, not to exceed 6 months, as is neces¬ 
sary to enable such person or entity to 
enter into a binding agreement, with the 
carrier seeking such abandonment, to 
provide such assistance or to purchase 
such line and to provide for the con¬ 
tinued operation of roil services over 
such line. Upon notification to the Com¬ 
mission of the execution of such an as¬ 
sistance or acquisition and operating 
agreement, the Commission shall post¬ 
pone the Issuance of such a certificate 
for such period of time as such an agree¬ 
ment (including any extensions or mod¬ 
ifications’ is in effect. Information and 


procedures regarding the financial as¬ 
sistance for continued rail service or the 
acquisition of the involved rail line are 
contained in the Notice of the Commis¬ 
sion entitled “Procedures for Pending 
Rail Abandonment Cases*' published in 
the Federal Register on March 31. 1976, 
at 41 FR 13691. All Interested persons 
are advised to follow the Instructions 
contained therein as well as the instruc¬ 
tions contained in the above-referenced 
order. 

By the Commission. 

Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 
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| Notice No 390| 

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 

May 23. 1977. 

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone¬ 
ment. cancellation or oral argument 
appear below and will be published only 
once. This list contains prospective 
assignments only and does not include 
cases previously assigned hearing dates. 
The hearings will be on the issues as 
presently reflected in the Official Docket 
of the Commission. An attempt will be 
made to publish notices of cancellation 
of hearings as promptly as possible, but 
Interested parties should take appro¬ 
priate steps to insure that they arc 
notified of cancellation or postpone¬ 
ments of hearings in which they arc 
interested. 

MC 43706 Sub 4. Atkinson Freight Line*. Inc. 
now being aoMgued July 6. 1977 at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission at Washington. D.C. 

MC 128273 Sub 247, Midwestern Distribution, 
Inc. now being assigned July 11, 1977 at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission in Washington, D.C. 

MC 142080 Sub I. Lite Transport, Inc now 
being assigned July 10. 1077 for pre-hear¬ 
ing conference at the Office* of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission In Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 

MC 142508 Sub 4. National Transportation. 
Inc. now being assigned July 14. 1977 at 
the Offices of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission in Washington. D.C. 

MC 2860 Sub 162. National Freight. Inc. now 
being assigned July 13. 1977 at the Offices 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
In Washington. DC. 

MC 103066 Sub 42. Stone Trucking Company 
now being asrtlgned July 19. 1977 at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission In Washington. D.C. 

MC 138274 Sub 40, Shippers Best Express. Inc. 
now being assigned July 20, 1977 at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission In Washington, DC. 

MC 1380 Sub 21. Colonial Motor Freight Line, 
Inc now being assigned September 12, 
1977 a week) at Charlotte. North Carolina 
in a hearing room U> be later designated. 
MC 142399. Eller brock Trucking, Inc now be¬ 
ing assigned September 7, 1977 (I day) at 
Omaha. Nebraska In a hearing room to be 
later designated 

MC 113678 Sub 630. Curtis, Inc now being 
assigned September 12. 1977 (I week> at 
Omaha, Nebraska In a hearing room to be 
later designated. 

MC 1263 Sub 25. McCarty Truck Line, Inc . 
MC MC 133119 Sub 108. Heyl Truck Line*. 
Inc. MC 44989 Sub 6 Williams Truck Line. 


Inc., MC 130870 Sub 3. A B C Transit Co 
Inc.. MC 118142 Sub 141, M. Bruemrer a 
C o., Inc.. MC 139850 Sub 8. Four 8tar 
Transportation Inc., MC 115180 Sub 97, 
Onley Refrigerated Transportation, Inc 
MC 119765 Sub 43. Eight Way Xpresa, Inc^ 
MC 113651 Sub 205. Indiana Refrigerator 
Lines. Inc., MC 22301 Sub 24. Sioux Tran*, 
porta lion Co., Inc. MC 2052 Sub 10. BUtir 
Transfer. Inc.. MC 135674 Sub 66. LTL 
Perishables. Inc.. MC 134134 Sub 21. Main- 
liner Motor Express, Inc.. MC 139999 Sub 
10. Redfeather Fast Freight. Inc., and MC 
123389 Sub 33. Crouse Cartage Company 
now being assigned September 8, 1077 >2 
days) at Omaha. Nebraska in a hearing 
room to be later designated 

No. MC 19227 Sub 227. Leonard Bros Truck¬ 
ing Co.. Inc., MC 60014 Sub 43. Aero Truck¬ 
ing. Inc.. MC 73166 Sub 394. Eagle Motor 
Hues, Inc.. MC 74321 Sub 124, B.F. Walker, 
Inc., MC 83539 Sub 449, C A H Transport*, 
tlon Co.. Inc.. MC 106644 Sub 226. Superior 
Trucking Co_ Inc., MC 109397 Sub 330, Trl- 
State Motor Transit Co.. MC 111545 Sub 
232. Home Transportation Co., Inc. MC 
112304 Sub 108, Ace Doran Hauling k 
Rigging Co.. MC 113866 Sub 366, Interna¬ 
tional Transport, Inc . MC 117674 Sub 277, 
Dailey Express. Inc., MC 124211 Sub 285 
HUt Truck Line, Inc., MC 124692 Sub 173. 
Sammons Trucking. MC 126433 Sub 89. 
F-B Truck Line Co., MC 138762 Sub 16. P. 
L. Lawton. Inc.. MC 142060 Sub 2, 4c 3. 
Cardinal Transport, Inc., now being on- 
signed pre-hearing conference on July 5. 
1977 at the Offices of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission. Washington. D.C 

MC 141675 Sub 3. Economy Trucking Service. 
Inc. now being assigned July 22. 1977 (1 
day) in New York. New York in a hearing 
room to be later designated. 

MC 133096 Sub 135. Texa Continental Ex¬ 
press. Inc now being assigned July 21, 1077 
(1 day) at New York. New York in a heal¬ 
ing room to be later designated 

MC 139999 (Sub-No. 17). Redfeather Ful 
Freight, Inc. and MC 139999 (Sub-No 20). 
Redfeather Fast Freight. Inc., now being 
assigned July 19, 1977 (1 day), at Omaha. 
Nebraska, in a hearing room to be later 
designated. 

MC 136168 (Sub-No 5). Wilson Certified Ex¬ 
press. Inc. and MC 136168 (8ub-No 11). 
Wilson Certified Express. Inc., now being 
assigned July 20. 1977 (3 days), at Omaha 
Nebraska, in a hearing room to be later 
designated. 

MC 136819 (Sub-No. 4). William A Phillip* 
& Willlan I. Phillip* a Partnership DBA 
Phillips Ar Phillips Trucking Company, 
now being assigned July 25. 1977 (1 day), 
at Omaha, Nebraska, in a bearing room to 
be later designated. 

MC 126254 (Sub-No 36). Morgan Trucking 
Co. now being assigned July 26. 1977. (2 
days), at Omaha, Nebraska in a hearing 
room to be later designated 

MC 133119 (Sub-No. 104), Heyl Trucking 
Lines. Inc., now being assigned July 28, 
1977 (2 days), at Omaha. Nebraska. In * 
hearing roam to be later designated 

MC 141172 Sub 1. Retta Trucking Co. Inc, 
now being assigned July 20, 1977 (I day) 
at New York. New York In a hearing room 
to be later designated. 

MC 136343 Sub 92. Milton Transporta non. 
Inc., now being assigned July 19. I 97 * 
(1 day) at New York. New York In a hear¬ 
ing room to be later designated 

MC-C 9616. Brinks Inc. -v- Wells Fargo 
Armored Service Corp now being assigned 
July 18, 1977 (1 day) at New York. b** 
York in a hearing room to be later desig¬ 
nated 

MC 134772 Sub 3. George Lange Trucking. 
Inc. now assigned September 7. 1977, r 
days) at San Francisco. Calif., in a hearing 
room to be later designated 
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IIC 1US46, Ju4nn« Smith, db* Smith's 
ChMJUft Bus Service, now being assigned 
September 12, 1977 (1 week) at 9an Fran- 
cuco, Calif.. In a hearing room to be later 

designated. 

XB 12 Sub &5. Southern Pacific Trmnsporta- 
Uan Co., Abandonment between Sueanvllle 
and Westwood In Inman County. La, now 
aAHigned September 18. 1977. (1 

week) at Susan vine. Cain, In a hearing 
roam to be later designated. 

MC 142873. A, L. Gomes, dba A. Comer* Bus 
Lines Co now being assigned September 18. 
1977 (1 week) at Providence, Rhode bland 
in a hearing room to be later designated. 

MC 115432 Sub 8. Pawtuxet Valley Bui Lines, 
lac. row being aealgned September 7. 1977 
(3 days) at Providence. Rhode bland in a 
hearing room to be later designated. 

MC 142410 Sub 1, Hamilton Trnnafer Storage 
H Feeds, Inc now being assigned July 11. 
1977 <2 weeks) at Cheyenne, Wyoming in 
a hearing room to be later designated. 

MC-C 9045, Manhattan Transit Company. 
ET AL. v. S. I. Transit Company. Inc., now 
beinR aiAlgned September 19. 1977 (1 day), 
at New York. N.Y. in a hearing room to 
be 1* ter designated. % 

MC 142700 iSab-No 2). White Tiger Trans- 
pcartattoo. Inc.. now being assigned Sep¬ 
tember 20, 1977 (1 clay), at New York. N.Y. 
In a hearing room to be later designated. 

MC U5322 (Sub-No. 128). Redwing Refrlg- 
«ra*rd. Inch, now being assigned September 
21, 1977 (t day), at New York, N.Y. in a 
hearing room to be later designated. 

MC 142899, Maple Leaf Export A Import, 
Inc . now being assigned September 22, 
1977 12 days), at New Tor*. N.Y. In a hear* 
te« room to be later dr signaled 

MC 3 ‘6849 (Sub-No. 1). E A U Distributing 
Co. Contract Carrier Application now 
bctr.K aligned July 6. 1977. (2 days), at 
Carbon City. Nev., in a hearing room to be 
later designated. 

MC 121143 fSub-No. 14). J A O Expreaa. Inc., 
now being assigned July li. 1977 <2 weeks). 
at Jackson, Mia. In a hearing room to be 
iat«r designated. 

MC 130440, Lawrence J. Liner now being aa- 
tli^ed September 37,1977 (3 days), at San- 
lord. Connecticut in a hearing room to be 
later designated. 

tfo MC 138448 Sub 3. Murray's Transfer A 
Storage. Inch, now being aligned July 7. 
1977 (1 day) at Des Moines. Ia.. In a hear¬ 
ing room to be later designated 
MC 142368. Canuaa Transport. Inc,, now 
assigned July 18. 1977 (1 week), at 
be" ingham. Wash.. In a hearing room to 
be later designated 

MC 9644 r Sub-No 8). B.TL, Inc., now being 
aliened July 11. 1977, (J week), at Un- 
^ote, Nebraska. In a hearing room to be 
later designated. 

MC 130410. Corporate Travel Service. Inc. now 
bAteK assigned July 19. 1977 (3 days) at 
Lulling. Michigan In a hearing room to 
be later designated. 

^ 489. Retail Merchants Consolidation A 
Distribution Center. Inc. now being a*- 
•nirned September 12. 1977 (1 week) at 
Columbus, Ohio In a hearing room to be 
later designated. 

AB 19 fhib if, Fairmont. Morgantown and 
Pittsburgh Railroad Company and the 
bnUimore and Ohio Railroad Company 
Abandonment Portion fimithfield and 
-svsontown Branch Between Strum and 
wvkrone, In Payette County. Pennsylvania 
2°* being assigned September 8, 1977 (2 
jAjrv) at Union town. Pennsylvania in a 
“Curing h>om to be later designated. 
a J 41 ** 1 fSub-2). James R. Blackmon, 
^b/a Blackmon Haulers, now assigned 
June g, ip 77 Birmingham. Alabama, 
•ill be held In the GSA Confirmer Room 
Ko MS. Federal Building 1808— Sth 


Annue North. Instead of Deportment of 
Labor Conference Room 192 1— 9th Avenue 
South . 

MC 52979 (Sub-JTo. 17). Hunt Truck Line*. 
Tnc., now being assigned July 18. 1977, at 
Des Moines. Iowa (2 weeks), in a hearing 
room to be later desimtated 
MC 119988 Sub 97. Great Western Trucking 
Co.. Inc.. MC 139495 Sub 155, National 
Carriers. Inc., MC 52480 8ub 188. Ell ex 
Transportation. Ine.. MC 142207 Sub 9. 
Gulf Coast Truck Services. Inc , MC 109368 
Sab 40. Ronald A. Pa‘ tenon, dba Anthony 
and Patterson Truck Line. MC 113267 Sub 
340. Central A Southern Truck lines. Inc* 
and MC 119493 Bub 144. Mon Kern Com¬ 
pany. Inc. now being assigned June 27, 1977 
(1 week) for continued hearing at New 
Orleans. Louisiana in a hearing room to be 
later designated 

RoauiT L. Oswald. 

Secretary. 
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t AB 53 (Sub-No 9) J 

SEABOARD COAST LINE RAILROAD CO. 

Abandonment Between Rod Level Junction 
and Crystal River, Florida 

May 17.1977. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission 
hereby gives notice that: 1. The Commis¬ 
sion's Section of Energy and Environ¬ 
ment has prepared an environmental 
threshold assessment survey In the 
above-entitled proceeding In which it 
was concluded that the proceeding does 
not constitute a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment within the meaning 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1989 (NEPA). 42 U.S.C. 4321. et 
seq. 2. A notice setting forth this con¬ 
clusion was served March 9. 1977. and 
no substantive comments In opposition, 
of nn environmental nature, have been 
received by the Commission in response 
to said notice. 3. This proceeding Ls now 
ready for further disposition within 
the Office of Hearings or the Office of 
Proceedings as appropriate. 

Robcrt L. Oswald. 

Secretary. 
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|AB 46 (Bub-No. 12: Finance Docket 
No. 282321 

CHICAGO. ROCK ISLAND ANO PACIFIC 
RAILROAD CO. 

Abandonment of Line and Trackage Rights 
Mat 17. 1977. 

In the matter of AB 46 <Sub-No. 12), 
W liiiam M. Gibbons. Trustee of the prop¬ 
erty of Chicago. Rock Island and Pacific 
Railroad Company, debtor, abandon¬ 
ment between Whitlow Junction and 
Crossett In Ashley County. Arkansas and 
Finance Docket No, 28232, William M. 
Gibbons, Trustee of Property of Chicago. 
Rock Island and Pacific Railroad Com¬ 
pany, Debtor—trackage rights—over 
Ashley. Drew and Northern Railway 
Company. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission 
hereby gives notice that: 1. The Commis¬ 
sion's Section of Energy and Environ¬ 


ment has prepared an environmental 
threshold assessment survey in the above- 
entitled proceedings in which it was con¬ 
cluded that the proceedings do not con¬ 
stitute a major Federal action signifi¬ 
cantly affecting the quality of the human 
environment within the meaning of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 iNEPA). 42 U.&C. 4321. et seq 2. 
A notice setting forth this conclusion was 
served March 28, 1977. and no substan¬ 
tive comments in opposition, of an en¬ 
vironmental nature, have been received 
by the Commission in repome to said 
notice. 3. These proceedings are now 
ready for further disposition within the 
Office of Hearings or the Office of Pro¬ 
ceedings as appropriate. 

Roenrr L. Oswald. 

Secretary. 
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|Notice No. 179) 

MOTOR CARRIER BOARD TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

The folkwring publications include 
motor carrier, water carrier, broker, and 
freight forwarder transfer applications 
filed under Section 212<b>. 206«a>. 211, 
312‘b* and 410(g) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act. 

Each application <except as otherwise 
specifically noted) contains a statement 
by applicants that there will be no Mg- 
nifiuint effect on the quality of the hu¬ 
man environment resulting from ap¬ 
proval of the application. 

Protests against approval of the appli¬ 
cation, which may include a request for 
oral hearing, must be filed with the Com¬ 
mission on or before June 27, 1977. 
Failure seasonably to file a protest will 
be construed as a waiver of opposition 
and participation In the proceeding. A 
protest must be served upon applicants' 
representativefs), or applicants (if no 
such representative is named), and the 
Protestant most certify that such service 
has been made. 

Unless otherwise specified, the signed 
original and six copies of the protest 
shall be filed with the Commission. All 
protests must specify wtth particularity 
the factual basis, and the section of the 
Act, or the applicable rule governing the 
proposed transfer which protestant be¬ 
lieves would preclude approval of the np- 
pUcatton. If the protest contains a re¬ 
quest for oral hearing, the request shall 
be supported by an explanation as to whv 
the evidence sought to be presented can¬ 
not reasonably be submitted through the 
use of affidavits. 

The operating right* set forth below 
are in synopses form, but are deemed 
sufficient to place interested persons on 
notice of the proposed transfer. 

No. MC-FC-77075. filed May 18. 1977. 
Transferee. FRANCES FITZPATRICK 
doing business as GLEN Ns DELIVERY, 
Route 130 and Dwight Ave, Woodlynne, 
N.J. 08107. Transferor: A. T. Pinto. Inc., 
1701 Porter St, Philadelphia, Pa. 10148. 
Applicant's representative: James W. 
Patterson, attorney-at-law. 1200 West¬ 
ern Savings Bank Bldg . Philadelphia. 
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Pa. 19107. Authority sought for purchase 
by transferee of the operating rights set 
forth In Certificate No. MC 129159 (Sub- 
No. 1>. issued October 17, 1968 as fol¬ 
lows: General commodities, except 
classes A and B explosives, other than 
small arms ammunition, household goods 
as defined by the Commission, commodi¬ 
ties in bulk, commodities requiring spe¬ 
cial equipment, and those injurious or 
contaminating to other lading, between 
Philadelphia. Pa., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Mercer. Burling¬ 
ton, and Camden Counties. NX.. south 
of a line extending from Trenton to As- 
bury Park, including Trenton and points 
within 10 miles of Pemberton. N.J. and 
north of New Jersey Highways 70 and 
72. including Camden. N.J.; dry Ice, liq¬ 
uid carbonic gas. empty cylinders, ma¬ 
chinery and parts, beverages, glass, reels, 
and exhibition materials, from Philadel¬ 
phia, Pa., to New York. N.Y.: empty con¬ 
tainers. for the commodities specified im¬ 
mediately above, from New York. N.Y., to 
Philadelphia. Pa.: and wood and woolen 
yam. from Philadelphia, Pa., to Indiana 
Orchard and Springfield. Mass.. Bridge¬ 
port and Hartford. Conn., and Provi¬ 
dence. RX Transferee presently holds no 
authority from this Commission. Appli¬ 
cation has not been field for temporary 
authority under Section 210a<b) of the 
Act. * 

No. MC-FC-77089, filed May 12. 1977. 
Transferee: LORA R. MICKLES apd 
C. R. GREGORY, a partnership, doing 
business as R & R Travel Bureau. 217 
W. Germantown Pike, Norristown, Penn¬ 
sylvania 19403. Transferor: Thomas P. 
Grisdaie. 1620 DeKalb Street. Norris¬ 
town. Pennsylvania 19401. Applicants' 
representative: Francis Recchuiti, 21 
East Airy Street, Norristown. Pennsyl¬ 
vania 19401. Authority sought for pur¬ 
chase by transferee of the operating 
rights of transferor, as set forth In Li¬ 
cense No. MC 12598, issued August 30, 
1955. as follows: Passengers and their 
baggage, in round-trip tours, beginning 
and ending at Norristown, Pa., and points 
in Pennsylvania within 20 miles of Nor¬ 
ristown. except Philadelphia, and ex¬ 
tending to points within the United 
States. Transferee presently holds no au¬ 
thority from this Commission. Applica¬ 
tion has not been filed for temporary 
authority under Section 210a<b>. 

No. MC-FC-77110 filed May 4. 1977. 
Transferee: SUNWAY LINES, INC., 95 
Market Street, P.O. Box 24454. Oakland, 
California 94623. Transferor: Grant H. 
Scully, Jr., doing business as Sunway 
Lines. 95 Market Street. P.O. Box 24454, 
Oakland. California 94623. Applicants’ 
representative: Thomas M. Loughran. 
100 Bush Street, San Francisco, Cali¬ 
fornia 94104. Authority sought for 
purchase by transferee of the operating 
rights set forth In Certificate No. MC 
134297 (Sub-No. 1) acquired by trans¬ 
feror pursuant to MC-FC-75781 ap¬ 
proved by order entered April 30. 1975, 
and consummated June 11, 1975, as fol¬ 
lows: Used household goods, between 
(joints in San Francisco, San Mateo, 
Santa Clara. Contra Costa, and Alameda 


Counties, Calif. Transferee presently 
holds no authority from this Commission. 
Application has not been filed for tem¬ 
porary authority under Section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-77115, filed May 10. 1977. 
Transferee: BRONCO VAN & STOR¬ 
AGE. a corporation. 1039 Pellett St.. Sa¬ 
linas. Cal. 93901. Transferor . Ronald R. 
Pluta. doing business as Bronco Van & 
Storage, 1039 Pellett St., Salinas, CaL 
93901. Applicant’s representative: Ron¬ 
ald R. Pluta, 1039 Pellett St.. Salinas. 
Cal. 93901. Authority sought for pur¬ 
chase by transferee of the operating 
rights of transferor, as set forth In Cer¬ 
tificate No. MC 139462 Sub-1, issued De¬ 
cember 20, 1974. as follows: Used house¬ 
hold goods, over Irregular routes, with 
restrictions between points In Mon¬ 
terey. Santa Crux. San Luis Obispo, and 
San Benito Counties, Calif. Transferee 
presently holds no authority from this 
Commission. Application has not been 
filed for temporary authority under sec¬ 
tion 210a<b). 

No. MC-FC-77U7, filed May 10. 1977. 
Transferee: PANELLA TRUCK INO, 

INC.. 2150 East Fremont St.. Stockton. 
Cal. 95205. Transferee: Ralph Panella, 
Robert A. Panella, and Eugene J. Pa¬ 
nella, a partnership, doing business as 
Ralph Panella Trucking. 2150 East Fre¬ 
mont St.. Stockton. Cal. 95205. Appli¬ 
cants' representative: Daniel W. Baker, 
attorney at law. 100 Pine St.. San Fran¬ 
cisco, Cal. 94111. Authority sought for 
purchase by transferee of the operating 
rights of transferor, as set forth in Cer¬ 
tificate of Registration No. MC 121711 
(Sub-No. 1). issued January 8. 1975. au¬ 
thorizing transportation within the State 
of California as follows: A. Nuts, in bulk, 
transported under rail bills of lading or 
substituted rail service to points in San 
Jonquin, Stanislaus. 8utter and Tulare 
Counties, from points in specified coun¬ 
ties: B. Food, foodstuffs, cans, boxes, 
bins, pallets and fiberboard boxes be¬ 
tween points In Merced. Stanislaus, San 
Joaquin and Santa Clara Counties and 
the described San Francisco-East Day 
Cartage Zone. Transferee presently 
holds no authority from this Commis¬ 
sion. Application has not been filed for 
temporary authority under Section 
210 a(b). 

Robert L. Oswald, 
Secretary . 
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IRREGULAR-ROUTE MOTOR COMMON 
CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

Elimination of Gateway Applications 
May 20.1977. 

The follow lng applications to eliminate 
gateways for the purpose of reducing 
highway congestion, alleviating air and 
noise pollution, minimizing safety haz¬ 
ards. and conserving fuel have been filed 
with the Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion under the Commission's Gateway 
Elimination Rules (49 CFR 1065»d) (2)). 
and notice thereof to all interested per¬ 
sons is hereby given as provided In such 
rules. 


Carriers having a genuine interest in 
an application may file an original and 
three copies of verified statements In op¬ 
position with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission on or before June 27, 1977. 
(This procedure is outlined in the Com- 
mission’s report and order in Gateway 
Elimination. 119 M.C.C. 530). A copy of 
the verified statement in opposition must 
also be served upon applicant or its 
named representative. The verified 
statement should contain all the evi¬ 
dence upon which protestant relies in the 
application proceeding including a de¬ 
tailed statement of protestant’s interest 
in the proposal. No rebuttal statements 
will be accepted. 

No. MC 111329 (Sub-No. 88G’ (Partial 
Correction), filed. February 10. 1977. 
published in the Federal Register issue 
of April 1. 1977. and republished in port 
as corrected this issue. Applicant: KEEN 
TRANSPORT. INC.. 2001 Barlow Road, 
P.O. Box 668, Hudson, Ohio 44236. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Michael Spurlock, 
275 East State Street, Columbus. Ohio 
43215. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, in the transportation of 
I. (k> Between points in that part of 
Ohio on. south, and west of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Ohio-West Virginia State 
line, thence along U.S. Highway 22 to 
Junction Interstate Highway 77, thence 
along Interstate Highway 77 to junction 
Ohio Highway 60, thence along Ohio 
Highway 60 to junction U.S. Highway 
36. thence along U.S. Highway 36 to 
Junction U.S. Highway 68. thence along 
U.S. Highway 68 to junction Interstate 
Highway 75. thence along Interstate 
Highway 75 to junction U.S. Highway 23. 
thence along U.S. Highway 23 to the 
Ohio-Mlchigan State line, on the one 
hand, and. on the other, points in Lou¬ 
isiana. I <p) Between points in that part 
of Ohio on and south of a line beginning 
at the Ohio-Indiana State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway 6 to Junction U.S. 
Highway 20. thence along UB. Highway 
20 to junction Interstate Highway 80. 
thence along Interstate Highway 80 to 
Junction Interstate highway 271. thence 
along Interstate Highway 271 to Junction 
Interstate Highway 90. thence along In¬ 
terstate Highway 90 to the Ohio-Penn- 
sylvania State line, on the on hand, and, 
on the other, points in that part of West 
Virginia on and ivest of Interstate High¬ 
way 77.1 (t’ # ) Betw r een points and places 
in South Dakota, on the one hand, and 
on the other, points in Kentucky. Ten¬ 
nessee. and West Virginia. I (u"> Between 
points and places in Tennessee, on the 
one hand, and on the other, points and 
places in Utah. Wisconsin and Wyoming. 
<v"> Betw f een points and places in Texas, 
on the one hand, and on the other, points 
and places in Virginia and West Virginia. 
I (w* f ) Between points and places in the 
District of Columbia, on the one hand, 
and on the other, points and places in 
Florida, Georgia. Idaho, Illinois, Indiana. 
Iowa. Kansas, Kentucky. Louisiana. 
Michigan. Minnesota. Mississippi. Mis¬ 
souri. Montana. Nebraska, Nevada. 
North Dakota. OhJo. Oklahoma. Oregon. 
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gouth Dakota, Tennessee, Texas. Utah, 
Washington. Wisconsin, and Wyoming. 

Ill <d » Between points In that part of 
New York on and west of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Pennsylvania-New York 
Suite line, thence along New York High¬ 
way 19 to junction New York Highway 
63. thence along New York Highway 63 
to junction New York Highway 98. 
thence along New York Highway 98 to 
L&ke Ontario, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points In Missouri. 

IH <e> Between points in thut part of 
New^ York on the west of a line beginning 
»t the New York-Pennsylvania State line, 
thence along New York Highway 21 to 
junction U.S. Highway 15, thence along 
UB. Highway 15 to Lake Ontario, on the 
one hand, and. on the other, points in 
Illinois. 

m (I) Between points in that part of 
New York on and west of a line begin¬ 
ning at the New York-Pennsylvania 
8 iate line, thence along New York High¬ 
way 36 to junction New York nighw&y 
256. thence along New York Highway 256 
to junction U S. Alternate Highway 20, 
thence along U.S. Alternate Highway 20 
to Junction UB. Highway 15. thence 
along U S. Highway 15 to Lake Ontario, 
on the one hand and on the other, points 
in that part of Kentucky on and east of 
a line beginning at the Kentucky-Ten¬ 
nessee State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 25E to junction Interstate 
Highway 75. thence along Interstate 
Highway 75 to junction U. 8 . Highway 
$ 8 . thence along U.S. Highway 68 to the 
Kentucky-Ohk> State line. 

Ill (g* Between points in that part of 
New York on and west of a line begin¬ 
ning at the New York-Pennsylvanla 
8 tate line, thence along New York High¬ 
way 16 to junction New York Highway 
M. thence along New York Highway 98 
to Lake Ontario and on and south of a 
line beginning at the New York-New 
Jersey State line thence along UB. High¬ 
way 6 to the New York-Connecticut 
State line, on the one hand. and. on the 
other, points in that part of Tennessee 
on and south of a line beginning at the 
Kontucky-Tenncssee State line, thence 
along UB. Highway 11W to junction 
US Highway 11 . thence along U.S. 
Highway 11 to the Tennessee-Georgia 
State line. 

HI i h> Between points in that part 
of New York on and west of a line be- 
flnning at the New’ York-Pennsylvanla 
State line, thence along New York High¬ 
ly 21 to Junction New York Highway 36. 
thence along New’ York Highway 36 to 
junction New York Highway 63. thence 
along New York Highway 63 to junction 
New York Highway 19. thence along New 
York Highway 19 to Lake Ontario, and 
on east and south of a line beginning at 
the New York-Pennsylvanla State line, 
thence along UB. Highway 11 to junc¬ 
tion New’ York Highway 12. thence along 
New York Highway 12 to junction New 
York Highw’&y 8. thence along New York 
Highway 8 to the New York-Vcrmont 
line, on the one hand, and. on the 
other, points in Maryland, in <rr) Be¬ 
tween points in that part of New York on 
and west of a line beginning at Lake Erie, 
thence along U.S. Highway 319 to junc¬ 


tion U. 8 . Highway 219, thence along U.S. 
Highway 219 to the New York-Pennsyl- 
vania State line, on the one hand. and. 
on the other, points in that part of Mis¬ 
sissippi on and north-east of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Mississippi-Tcnnessee 
8 tate line, thence along UB. Highway 51 
to junction Mississippi Highway 16. 
thence along Mississippi Highway 16 to 
the Mississippi-Alabama State line. HI 
(ss> Between points in that port of New 
York on and west of a line beginning at 
Lake Ontario, thence along New York 
Highway 57 to junction Interstate High¬ 
way 81, thence along Interstate Highway 
81 to junction New York Highway 13. 
thence along New York Highway 13 to 
junction New York Highway 38. thence 
along New York Highway 38 to junction 
New York Highway 17, thence along New 
York Highway 17 to junction New York 
Highway 282. thence along New York 
Highway 282 to the New York-Pcnnsyl- 
vanla State line, on the one hand. and. on 
the other, points in the part of Ohio on 
and east of a line beginning at Lake 
Erie, thence along Interstate Highway 
77 to the Ohio-West Virginia State line. 

Nor*.—Tta® purpose of thi» republlcatlon 
In part is to correct Uior.e portions of the ap¬ 
plication previously published In error, or 
omitted. It should also be noted that the 
material following <f) (»") which com¬ 

mences “Carolina Highway 98 to Junction 
UJ5. Highway 64 • • and extend* through 
the sentence'’ The purpose of this filing Is to 
ellmate the gateway pf Knoxville. Tenn." im¬ 
mediately before part (II) of the application. 
Is not a part of this application and should 
be deleted. The purpose of parte (I). (II). 
and (III) or the application is to eliminate 
the gateways of Lorain. Ohio; Plndlay. Ohio; 
and Elmira Heights. N.Y. respectively. 


Office of Proceedings 

IRREGULAR ROUTE MOTOR COMMON 

CARRIERS OF PROPERTY—ELIMINA 

TION OF GATEWAY LETTER NOTICES 

Notice 

May 20. 1977. 

The following letter-notices of pro¬ 
posals to eliminate gateways for the pur¬ 
pose of reducing highway congestion, al¬ 
leviating air and noise pollution, 
minimising safety hazards, and conserv¬ 
ing fuel have been filed with the In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission under 
the Commission’s Gateway Elimination 
Rules <49 CFR 1065), and notice thereof 
to all interested persons Is hereby given 
as provided in such rules. 

An original and two copies of pro¬ 
tests against the proposed elimination of 
any gateway herein described may be 
filed with the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission within 10 days from the date of 
this publication. A copy must also be 
served upon applicant or Its represent¬ 
ative. Protests against the elimination 
of a gateway win not operate to stay 
commencement of the proposed opera¬ 
tion. 

Successively filed letter-notices of the 
same carrier under these rules will be 
numbered consecutively for convenience 
In Identification. Protests, if any, must 
refer to such letter-notices by number 


No. MC 40215 (Sub-No. E24). filed 
May 17. 1974. Applicant: RICHARDSON 
TRANSFER 6 c STORAGE CO.. INC., 246 
N. Fifth Avenue. Salina, Kans. 67401. 
Applicant's representative: James F. 
Flint, Ephraim 6 i PolydorofT, Suite 600. 
1250 Connecticut Ave. NW., Washington. 
D.C. 20036. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Household goods, os defined by the Com¬ 
mission: (1) From points in Ohio to 
points in Arizona; <2> from points in 
Ohio to points in Arkansas on and west 
of u line beginning at the Missouri-Ar¬ 
kansas State line and extending south 
along U.S. Highway 71 to Junction U. 6 . 
Highway 70. thence west along UB. High¬ 
way 70 to the Arknnsas-Oklahoma State 
hue; <3) from points In Ohio to points 
in California; (4) from points in Ohio 
to points in Colorado; (5) from points 
in Ohio to points in Idaho; < 6 > from 
points in Ohio to points in Kansas; (7) 
from points in Ohio to points In Mis¬ 
souri on and west of a line beginning 
at the Missouri-Iowa State line and ex¬ 
tending south along U S. Highway 69 
to junction Missouri Highway 13, thence 
south along Missouri Highway 13 to 
Junction Missouri Highway 39. thence 
south on Missouri Highway 39 to the 
Missouri-Arkansas State line: < 8 > <A> 
from points In Ohio to points in Ne¬ 
braska on and north and west of a line 
beginning at the Nebraska-Kansas State 
line, and extending north along U.S. 
Highway 77 to junction Nebraska High¬ 
way 92. thence west along Nebraska 
Highway 79 to junction Nebraska High¬ 
way 92. hence west along Nebraska 
Highway 92 to junction U.S. Highway 
81, thence north along U.S. Highway 81 
to junction Nebraska Highway 22. thence 
north along Nebraska Highway 22 to 
Junction Nebraska Highway 70, thence 
west along Nebraska Highway 70 to 
junction UB. Highway 83, thence north 
along UB. Highway 83 to the Nebraska- 
South Dakota State line; <B) from points 
in Ohio on and south of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Ohio-Indiana State line, and 
extending east along Interstate Highway 
70 to the Ohio-West Virginia State line, 
to points in Nebraska; <9> from points 
in Ohio to points in Nevada; (10) from 
points in Ohio to points in New Mexico. 
<11> from points in Ohio to points in 
Oklahoma; (12) from points in Ohio on 
and south of a line beginning at the 
Ohio-West Virginia State line, and ex¬ 
tending west along UB. Highway 50 to 
junction Ohio Highway 28. thence west 
along Ohio Highway 28 to Junction Ohio 
Highway 73. thence north and west along 
Ohio Highway 73 to the Ohio-Indiana 
8 tate line, to points In South Dakota on 
and west of a line beginning at the South 
Dakota-North Dakota State line, and 
extending south along South Dakota 
Highway 73 to the South Dakota-Ne- 
braska State line. 

<13)(A) From points in Ohio to points 
in Texas on and west and south of a 
line beginning at the Texas-Oklahoma 
State line, and extending south along 
UB. Highway 271 to Junction Texas 
49. thence east along Texas Highway 
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Highway 49 to the Texas-Loutslana State 
Une; <B) from points In Ohk> on and 
north of a line beginning at the Ohk>- 
Indlana State line, and extending east 
along Ohio Highway 129. to junction 
Ohio Highway 4. thence along Ohio 
Highway 4 to junction Ohio Highway 63. 
thence along Ohio Highway 63 to Junc¬ 
tion Ohio Highway 350. thence east along 
Ohio Highway 350 to Junction U.8. High¬ 
way 22. thence east along US. Highway 
22 to junction Interstate Highway 70. 
thence east along Interstate Highway 
70 to the Ohio-West Virginia State line, 
to points In Texas; (14) from points in 
Ohio to points in Utah; (15MA) from 
points in Ohio on and south of a line 
beginning at the Ohio-Indlana State 
Una and extending east along U.S. High¬ 
way 30N to the Ohio-Pennsylvanla State 
line, to points in Wyoming; (B) from 
points in Ohio to points in Wyoming on 
and west and south of a line beginning 
at the Mon tana-Wyoming State line, 
and extending south along US. Highway 
87 to junction of U.8. Highway 20. thence 
east along U.8. Highway 20 to the Wyo- 
mlng-Ncbraska State line. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
ways of ((1). (2). (7), <8 A & B), (10). 
(11). (12). and (13) points In Kansas. 
(3). (5). (9). (14) and (15) Garden City, 
Kans., (4) Topeka, Kans.. and (t> Kan¬ 
sas City. Mo. >. 

No. MC 40215 (Sub-No. E25i. filed 
May 17. 1974. Applicant: RICHARDSON 
TRANSFER & 8TORAGE CO,. INC.. 246 
N. Fifth Avenue. Salino. Kans. 67401. 
Applicant's representative: James F. 
Flint. Ephraim and PolydorofT, Suite 600. 
1250 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washing¬ 
ton. D C. 20036. Authority nought to op¬ 
erate s a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over Irregular routes, transporting: 
Household goods, as defined by the Com¬ 
mission: (1) From points in Oklahoma 
on and east of a line beginning at the 
Kans&s-Oklahoma State line, and ex¬ 
tending along U.S. Highway 183 to the 
Oklahoma- Texas State line, to points In 
Arizona; (2A) from points In Oklahoma 
on and north and west of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Arkansas-Oklahoma State 
Une. and extending west along Oklahoma 
Highway 33 to Junction Interstate High¬ 
way 44. to Junction Interstate Highway 
40. to junction U.S. Highway 277, thence 
south along U.S. Highway 277 to the 
Oklahoma-Texas State line, to points 
In Arkansas east and north of a Une be¬ 
ginning at the Arkansas-Missouri State 
line, and extending south along U.S. 
Highway 63 to Junction US Highway 
167. to Junction U.S. Highway 64, thence 
east along U.S. Highway 64 to the Arkan¬ 
sas-Tennessee State Une: <B> from 
points In Oklahoma on and west of a 
line beginning at the Kansas-Oklahoma 
State Une, and extending south along 
U.8. Highway 283 to Junction Oklahoma 
Highway 6. thence west along Oklahoma 
Highway 6 to the Oklahoma-Texas State 
line, to points In Arkansas: (3) from 
points In Oklahoma to points In Cali¬ 
fornia; (4) from points In Oklahoma on 
and west of a Une beginning at the Ok¬ 
lahoma-Kansas State Une and extending 
along US. Highway 54/64. thence along 
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U.S. Highway 54 to the Oklahoma-Texas 
State line, to points In Colorado. 

(5) From points In Oklahoma to points 
in the District of Columbia: (6) from 
points in Oklahoma to points in Idaho; 
(7A) from points In Oklahoma to points 
In HUnols on and south of a Une begin¬ 
ning at the Missouri-IUlnols State Une. 
and extending east and southeast aiong 
Illinois Highway 177, to Junction Illinois 
Highway 15. thence east along Illinois 
Highway 15 to the Illinois-Indiana State 
Une; <B> from points in Oklahoma on 
and west of a Une beginning at the Okla- 
homa-Arkansas State line, and extend¬ 
ing along US. Highway 271 to the Okla¬ 
homa-Texas State Une, to points in Illi¬ 
nois; <8> from points in Oklahoma on 
and north of a line beginning at the 
Arkansas-Oklahoma State line, and ex¬ 
tending along Oklahoma Highway 83. 
thence west on Oklahoma Highway 83 
to Junction U.S. Highway 271, thence 
southwest on US. Highway 271 to the 
Oklahoma-Texas State Une. to points In 
Indiana: (9) from points in Oklahoma 
to points in Iowa; (10) from points In 
Oklahoma on and north and west of a 
Une beginning at the Oklahoma-Arkan¬ 
sas State Une. and'extending south along 
US. Highway 271. thence south along 
US. Highway 271 to the Oklahoma- 
Texas State Une. to points In Kentucky; 
(11A) from points In Oklahoma to points 
in Maryland on and west of a Une be¬ 
ginning at the Pcnnsylvania-Marvland 
State Une, and extending along Inter¬ 
state Highway 83. thence south on Inter¬ 
state Highway 83 to Junction Maryland 
Highways 2 and 3 to U.S. Highway 301. 
thence south along US. Highway 301 to 
the Virginia-Mary land State line; (B> 
from points in Oklahoma on and north 
and west of a line beginning at the Okla- 
homa-Arkansas State line, and extend¬ 
ing along Maryland Highway 83 thence 
west along Maryland Highway 83 to 
Junction US. Highway 271, thence south¬ 
west along US, Highway 271 to the 
Texas-Oklahoma State Une. to points in 
Maryland. 

(12) From points In Oklahoma to 
points in Michigan, and Minnesota; 
<13A) from points in Oklahoma to 
points in Missouri on and west and north 
of a line beginning at the Missouri- 
Arkansas State Une and extending along 
US. Highway 65 to junction US. High¬ 
way 60. thence east along US. Highway 
60 to junction Missouri Highway 34. 
thence along Missouri Highway 34 to 
the Missouri-IlUnois State Une; (B) 
from points in Oklahoma on and west 
and north of a line beginning at the 
Texas-Oklahoma State Une. and extend¬ 
ing along US. Highway 70 to Junction 
US. Highway 177. thence north along 
US. Highway 177 to junction Interstate 
Highway 44. thence northeast along In¬ 
terstate Highway 44 to Junction Okla¬ 
homa Highway 33, thence east along 
Oklahoma Highway 33 to the Oklahoma- 
Arkansas State Une. to points in Mis¬ 
souri; (14) from points in Oklahoma to 
points in Nebraska; (15A) from points 
In Oklahoma on and east of a Une begin¬ 
ning at the Kansas-Oklahoma State Une. 
and extending south along US. Highway 


83 to the Oklahoma-Texas 8tate Une, to 
points In Nevada; (B) from points in 
Oklahoma to points in Nevada on and 
north of a Une beginning at the Ncvnda- 
Callfornia State Une and extending east 
along US. Highway 6 to the Nevada- 
Utah State Une; <16A> from points in 
Oklahoma on and cast and north of a 
line beginning at the Oklahoma-Kansas 
State line, and extending south along 
US Highway 182 to Junction Oklahoma 
Highway 51. thence east along Oklahoma 
Highway 51 to Junction Oklahoma High¬ 
way 33. thence east along Oklahoma 
Highway 33 to the Oklahoma-Arkan*as 
State Une, to points in New Mexico: <B) 
from points In Oklahoma on and west 
of a Une beginning at the Kansas-Okla- 
homa State Une and extending south 
along US. Highway 183 to Junction U.8. 
Highway 66. thence east along US. 
Highway 66 to Junction US. Highway 
281. thence south along US. Highway 
281 to the Texas-Oklahoma State line, 
to points In New Mexico on and north 
of a line beginning at New Mexico-Texas 
State Une. and extending along U.& 
Highway 60 to the New Mextco-Arlxona 
State Une. 

(17) From points in Oklahoma to 
points in New York and Pennsylvania; 
(18) from points in Oklahoma on and 
west and north of a Une beginning at 
the Oklahoma-Arkansas State Une. and 
extending along US. Highway 50 to 
junction US. Highway 259, thence south 
along US. Highway 259 to the Okla¬ 
homa-Texas State line, to points in 
North Carolina; (19) from points in 
Oklahoma to points in Ohio; (20) from 
points in Oklahoma to points in South 
Dakota; (21) from points in Oklahoma 
on and north and west of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Oklahoma-Arkansas State 
Une. and extending west along Okla¬ 
homa Highway 33 to Junction Interstate 
Highway 40. thence along Interstate 
Highway 40 to junction US. Highway 
81. thence south along US. Highway 81 
to the Oklahoma-Texas State Une. to 
points in Tennessee; (22) from points 
in Oklahoma to points in Texas, Utah. 
West Virginia, and Wyoming; (23) from 
points in Oklahoma, to points in Vir¬ 
ginia on and east of a Une beginning at 
the Virginia-West Virginia State line, 
and extending south along US. Highway 
17, to Junction Interstate Highway 95. 
thence south along Interstate Highway 
95 to Junction Virginia Highway 301. 
thence south along Virginia Highway 
301 to the Virginia-North Carolina State 
Une. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of points in Kan¬ 
sas and Ohio In section 5-11-16-19-23. 
and in all the sections, points in Kan¬ 
sas. 

No. MC 40215 (Sub-No. E31 >, Wed 
May 17. 1974. Applicant; RICHARDSON 
TRANSFER & STORAGE CO . INC 246 
N. Fifth Avenue, Salina. Kans. 67401. 
Applicant's representative; James r. 
Flint, Ephraim and PolydorofT. Suite 600. 
1250 Connecticut Ave. NW.. Washington. 
D.C. 20036. Authority sought to operate 
os a common carrier , by motor vehicle* 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Household goods, as defined by the Com* 
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mission: UMA) Fom point* in Virginia 
on and cast of a line beginning at the 
Virginia-West Virginia State line, and 
extending along UB. Highway 21/52. 
thence along U.S. Highway 52 to the 
Virginia-North Carolina 8tate line, to 
points in Arizona; (B) from points in 
Virginia to points in Arizona on and 
south of a line beginning at the Arizona- 
California State line, and extending 
along Interstate Highway 40 and U.S. 
Highway 66. thence along Interstate 
Highway 40 to the Arizona-New Mexico 
State line; (2) from points in Virginia 
to points in Arkansas on and west of a 
line beginning at the Arkansas-Missouri 
State line, and extending south along 
US. Highway 71 to Junction Interstate 
Highway 40. thence along Interstate 
Highway 40 to the Arkansas-Oklahoma 
State line; (3) from points in Virginia to 
points in California; <4) from points in 
Virginia on and east of a line beginning 
at the Virginia-West Virginia State line, 
and extending along U.S. Highway 52. 
thence along U.S. Highway 52. to points 
in Colorado; (4) from points In Virginia 
on and east of a line beginning at the 
Virginia-West Virginia 8tate line, and 
extending along U.S. Highway 52. thence 
along US. Highway 52 to points in 
Colorado. 

(5) From points in Virginia on and 
east of a line beginning at the Virginia- 
West Virginia State line, and extending 
south along U.8. Highway 52 to the Vir¬ 
ginia-North Carolina State line, to points 
to Idaho; <8) from points In Virginia to 
points In Iowa; (7) from points in Vir¬ 
ginia on and east of a line beginning at 
the Virginia-Nor til Carolina State line, 
and extending north along U.S. High¬ 
way 501 to Junction U.8. Highway 29. 
thence north along U.S. Highway 29 to 
Junction U.S. Highway 522. thence north 
along U S. Highway 522 to the Virginia- 
West Virginia 8tate line, to points in 
Kansas: (8) from points in Virginia on 
and east of a line beginning at the North 
CaroUna-Virglnla State line, and ex¬ 
tending north and east along U.S. High¬ 
way 258 to Junction Virginia Highway 
«, thence along Virginia Highway 32 to 
Junction UB. Highway 17. thence north 
•long U-8, Highway 17 to Junction U.S. 
Highway 522. thence north along U.S. 
Highway 522 to the Virginia-West Vir- 
Etoia State line, to points in Missouri on 
and west of a line beginning at the Mis- 
wuri-iowa State line, and extending 
*outh along U.8. Highway 85 to Junction 
Missouri Highway 52. thence west along 
Missouri Highway 52 to junction Mis- 
Highway 18. thence west along 
MUsouii Highway 18 to junction U.8. 
Highway 71. thence south along U.S. 
Highway 71 to the Missouri-Arkansas 
State line; (9) from points in Virginia 
Jto and east of a line beginning at the 
'irginin-West Virginia State line, and 
extending southeast along Virginia High¬ 
ly 29, to junction UB. Highway 60. 
«ence east along U.S. Highway 60 to 
Junction U.S. Highway 29. thence south 
•long UB. Highway 29 to the Virginia- 
worth Carolina State line, to points in 
Nebraska; C10> from points In Virginia 
0,1 east of a line beginning at Ken¬ 


tucky-Virginia State line, and extend¬ 
ing southeast along U.8. Highway 58 to 
the Virginia-North Carolina State line, 
to points in Nevada. 

(11) From points in Virginia on and 
east and north of a line beginning at 
the Virginia-North Carolina State line, 
and extending north along U.8. High¬ 
way 381. to Junction U.S. Highway 250. 
thence east along U.S. Highway 250 to 
the Virginia-West Virginia State line, 
to points in New Mexico; (12* from 
points In Virginia on and east of a line 
beginning at the Virginia-West Virginia 
State line, and extending south along 
U.8. Highway 17. to Junction Interstate 
Highway 95, thence south along Inter¬ 
state Highway 95 to junction Virginia 
Highway 301. thence south along Vir¬ 
ginia Highway 301 to the Virginia-North 
Carolina State line, to points in Okla¬ 
homa; <13) (A) from points in Virginia 
on and south and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at Potomac River and extending on 
and west along Virginia Highway 218 
to junction Virginia Highway 3. thence 
west along Virginia Highway 3 to junc¬ 
tion Virginia Highway 20, thence along 
Virginia Highway 20 to junction Vir¬ 
ginia Highway 231. thence south along 
Virginia Highway 231 to Junction U.S. 
Highway 250, thence west along U.S. 
Highway 250 to Junction Virginia High¬ 
way 220. thence south along U.S. High¬ 
way 220 to Junction Virginia Highway 
39. thence east along Virginia Highway 
39 to Junction U.8. Highway 60. thence 
east along U.S. Highway 60 Jo Junction 
U.S. Highway 29, thence south along 
U.S. Highway 29 to the Virginia-North 
Carolina State line, to points in South 
Dakota on and west of a line beginning 
at North Dakota-South Dakota 8tatc 
line, and extending along UB. Highway 
83 to the South Dakota-Nebraska State 
line; <B) from points in Virginia on and 
east and south of a line beginning at the 
Virginia-North Carolina State line, and 
extending north along U.8. Highway 258 
to Junction U.S. Highway 66, thence 
along U.S. Highway 60 to Virginia Beach. 
Va.. to points in South Dakota 

<14><A) From points in Virginia on 
and west of a line beginning at the Vir¬ 
ginia-West Virginia State line, and ex¬ 
tending south along UB. Highway 52 to 
the Virginia-North Carolina 8tate line, 
to points in Texas on and north and west 
of a line beginning at the Texas-Okla- 
homa State line and extending west 
along UB. Highway 66 to Junction UB. 
Highway 345, at Vega, Texas; thence 
south along UB. Highway 385 to junc¬ 
tion Texas Highway 115, thence south¬ 
west along Texas Highway 115 to Junc¬ 
tion UB. Highway 80. thence west along 
UB. Highway 80 to junction Texas 
Highway 17. thence south along Texas 
Highway 17 to the International Bound¬ 
ary between United States and Mexico; 
<B» from points in Virginia on and 
north of a line beginning at the Vir¬ 
ginia-West Virginia State line and ex¬ 
tending east along UB. Highway 33 to 
Junction Virginia Highway 20. thence 
along Virginia Highway 20 to the Poto¬ 
mac River near Fredericksburg. Va.. to 
points in Texas on and west of a line 


beginning at the Oklahoma-Texa* State 
line, and extending south along Inter¬ 
state Highway 35 to junction UB. High¬ 
way 77. thence south along UB. Highway 
77 to the Gulf of Mexico; (15) from 
points in Virginia on and east of a line 
beginning at the Virginia-West Virginia 
8tate line, and extending south along 
UB. Highway 21 to the Virgin la-North 
Carolina State line, to points in Utah; 
(16) (A) from points in Virginia on and 
east of a line beginning at the Virginia- 
West Virginia State line, and extending 
southeast along Virginia Highway 39 to 
Junction U.8. Highway 60. thence east 
along U.8. Highway 60 to junction UB. 
Highway 29. thence south along UB. 
Highway 29 to the Virginia-North Caro¬ 
lina State line, to points in Wyoming on 
and west and south of a line beginning 
at the Wyoming-Montana State line, 
and extending south along UB. Highway 
89 to Junction U.8. Highway 26, thence 
east along U.S. Highway 26 to Junction 
U.S. Highway 20. thence east along U.S. 
Highway 20 to the Wyoming-Nebraska 
State line; (B) from points in Virginia 
on and east of a line beginning at the 
Virginia-North Carolina State line, and 
extending north along UB. Highway 258 
to Junction UB. Highway 60. thence east 
along UB. Highway 60 to the Atlantic 
Ocean, to points in Wyoming. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of 8ec. (1), (5). (10). (15). and 
(16). points in Ohio and Garden City. 
Kans.; Sec. (2) points in Kansas; Sec. 
<3). (4). (8). (9), (II). (12). and (14) 
points In Ohio and Kansas; Sec. (6 » and 
(13) points in Ohio, Kansas, and Kansas 
City, Mo.; and Sec (7) points in Ohio 
and Kansas City, Mo. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E200», filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant; AERO 

TRUCKINO. INC.. P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville, Pa. 15146. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
*tecl angles, bars . channels , conduit, 
fencing. flooring, joists, lath. mesh, pil¬ 
ing. pipe, posts, rails, rods, roof bolt mats, 
roofing . strip, structural, tank parts 
tubing, and wire in coils. (except com¬ 
modities requiring special equipment! 
between points in New York on and 
south of a line beginning at the New 
Jersey-New York State line extending 
along UB. Highway 202 to Junction of 
Interstate Highway 87. thence along In¬ 
terstate Highway 87 to Junction of UB. 
Highway 1, thence along U.S. High wav 1 
to the New York-Connecticut State line, 
on the one hand, and. on the other, 
points in Connecticut. Gateways to be 
eliminated: (1) White Plains, New York. 
(2) Greenwich,. Connecticut. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E201). filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 308, Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa 15146. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
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steel angles, bars. channels, conduit, 
teaching. flooring. joist*. fafA. mci/t, pil¬ 
ing, pipe, posts, rail*, rods, roo/ boll Trusts. 
rooting . strip, structural*, fan* part*. 
tubing, and wire in coils . (except com¬ 
modities requiring special equipment) 
from points In New York on and south 
of a line beginning at Lake Eric ex¬ 
tending along US. Highway 20 to the 
junction of New York Highway 12. 
thence along New York Highway 12 to 
the junction of New York Highway 23. 
thence along New York Highway 23 to 
the junction of New York Highway 8. 
thence along New York Highway 8 to 
the Junction of New York Highway 208. 
thence along New York Highway 206 to 
the Junction of New York Highway 30. 
thence along New York Highway 30 to 
the junction of New York Highway 26. 
thence along New York Highway 28 to 
the junction of New York Highway 109. 
thence along New York Highway 199 to 
the junction of UB. Highway 44. thence 
along UB. Highway 44 to the New York- 
Connecticut State line, to points in Maine 
on and east of a line beginning at the 
International Boundary line between the 
United 8tates and Canada along Maine 
Highway 11 to the junction of Interstate 
Highway 95. thence along Interstate 95 
to the junction of UB. Alternate 1. 
thence along U S. Alternate I to the 
junction of UB. Highway 1, thence along 
U.S. Highway 1 to Penobscot Bay. Gate¬ 
ways to be eliminated: (1) Greenwich. 
Connecticut. <2> Points in Massachusetts 
on and east of U.8. Highway 5. (3) Points 
in that part of Massachusetts, on and 
east of a line beginning at the Massachu¬ 
setts-New Hampshire State line and ex¬ 
tending southwardly along UB Highway 
202 to junction Massachusetts Highway 
68 tat or near Baldwinville. Mass), 
thence along Massachusetts Highway 68 
to Junction Massachusetts Highway 56 
tat or near Hubbardston, Mass *, thence 
over Massachusetts Highway 56 to junc¬ 
tion Massachusetts Highway 12 tnear 
Rochdale. Mass.), thence along Massa¬ 
chusetts Highway 12 to the Massachu¬ 
setts-Connecticut State line, (except 
points in Barnstable Dukes, and Nan¬ 
tucket Counties. Mass. >. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E202>. filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 
TRUCKING. INC.. P.O Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa. 15146. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles . bars . channels. conduit. 
fencing, flooring . foists, lath . mesh. pil - 
ing. pipe, posts, rails, rods, roof bolt 
mats, roofing, strip, structurals. tank 
parts . tubing, and wire in coils (except 
commodities requiring special equip¬ 
ment) between points In New York on 
and south a line beginning at lake Erie 
and extending along New York Highway 
17 to the Junction of New York Highway 
52. thence along New York Highway 52 
to the junction of Interstate Highway 84. 
thence along Interstate 84 to the New 
* York-Connecticut State line, on the one 
hand. and. on the other, points in New 
Hampshire on and east of a line begin¬ 


ning at the Massachusetts-New Hamp¬ 
shire State line extending along UA 
Highway 3 to the Junction of New Hamp¬ 
shire Highway 28. thence along New 
Hampshire Highway 28 to the junction 
of U.8. Highway 202. thence along UB. 
Highway 202 to the Junction of New 
Hampshire Highway 11. thence along 
New Hampshire Highway 11 to the New 
Hampshire-Maine State line. Gateways 
to be eliminated: (1) Greenwich. Con¬ 
necticut. (2) Points in that port of Mas¬ 
sachusetts. on and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Massachusetts-New Hamp¬ 
shire State line and extending south¬ 
wardly along UB. Highway 202 to Junc¬ 
tion Massachusetts Highway 68 (at or 
near Baldwinville. Mass.), thence along 
Massachusetts Highway 68 to junction 
Massachusetts Highway 5fl (at or near 
Hubbards ton. Mass.), thence over Mas¬ 
sachusetts Highway 56 to junction Mas¬ 
sachusetts Highway 12 (near Rochdale. 
Maas), thence along Massachusetts 
Highway 12 to the Mnssachusetts-Con- 
necticut State line (except points In 
Barnstable. Dukes, and Nantucket Coun¬ 
ties. Mass.) 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. 204). hied 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 308, Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa. 15146. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles . bars, channels, conduit, 
fencing, flooring, foists . lath, mesh, 
piling , pipe, posts rails, rods. roof bolt 
mats, roofing, strip, structural. tank 
parts, tubing, and wire in coils, between 
points in Michigan on the one hand. and. 
on the other points In Maryland. Gate¬ 
ways to be eliminated: (1) Columbiana, 
Cuyahoga, Mahoning. Summit and 
Trumbull Counties. Ohio. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E205>. filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa. 15146. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority*sought to operate as a 
common carrier. by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles. bars, channels, conduit . 
fencing, flooring, foists, lath, mesh, 
piling, pipe, posts, rails, rods, roof bolt 
mats, roofing strip, structural. tank 
parts, tubing, and wire in coils, between 
points in Michigan on the one hand, and. 
on the other points in New York. New 
Jersey. Delaware, those In Pennsylvania 
south of a line beginning at the New 
York-Pennsylvania State line extending 
along Pennsylvania Highway 277 to the 
junction of Pennsylvania Highway 77. 
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 77 
to the junction of U.8. Highway 6/322, 
thence along UB. Highway 6/322 to the 
Junction of UB. Highway 322, thence 
along UB. Highway 322 to the Pennsyl- 
vania-Ohio State line to District of 
Columbia. Gateways to be eliminated: 
(1) Points in Columbiana. Cuyahoga. 
Mahoning. Summit, and Trumbull Coun¬ 
ties. Ohio, and (2) Points in Pennsyl¬ 
vania on and west of a line extending 


from the Pennsylvania-Maryland State 
line north along unnumbered highway to 
York. Pennsylvania, thence along inter- 
state Highway 83 (formerly UB. High¬ 
way 111) to Harrisburg. Penn*yh , 
thence north along Pennsylvania High¬ 
way 147 (formerly portion Pennsylvania 
Highway 14) to junction UB. Highway 
220. (formerly portion Pennsylvania 
Highway 14. thence along U.S. Highway 
15 to Trout Run. Pennsylvania, thence 
continuing along UB. Highway 15 to the 
Pennsylvania-New York State line 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E206). died 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING, INC.. P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville, Pa. 15146. Applicants repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars, channels, conduit, 
fencing, flooring, foists , lath. meth. pil¬ 
ing. pipe, posts, rails, rods, roof bolt mats, 
roofing, strip 0 structural, tank parts, 
tubing, and wire in coils, between point* 
in Michigan on the one hand. and. on the 
other points in Virginia on and east of 
a line beginning at the West Virginia- 
Virginia State line extending along Vir¬ 
ginia Highway 311 to the junction of UB. 
Highway 220, thence along UB. High¬ 
way 220 to the Virginia-North Carolina 
State line. Gateways to be eliminated: 
(1) Points in Columbiana. Cuyahoga, 
Mahoning. Summit, and Trumbull Coun¬ 
ties. Ohio, and points in (2) West Vir¬ 
ginia. 

No. MC 60014 <Sub-No. E207> filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC. P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa. 15146. Applicants repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Rorison (same a* 
above). Authority sought to operate a* 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars, channels, conduit, 
fencing, flooring, foists, lath, mesh, pil¬ 
ing. pipe, posts, rails, rods, roof bolt mats, 
roofing, strip, structural^, tank parts, 
tubing, and wire la coif*, from point* in 
Michigan, to points in West Virginia on 
and cast of a line beginning on the Ohio- 
West Virginia 8tnte line extending along 
West Virginia Highway 18 to the junc¬ 
tion of UB. Highway 33/119. thence 
along UB. Highway 33/119 to the junc¬ 
tion of West Virginia Highway 5. thence 
along West Virginia Highway 5 to the 
Junction of West Virginia Highway 4. 
thence along West Virginia Highway 4 to 
the Junction of UB. Highway 19. thence 
along UB. Highway 19 to the Junction of 
UB. Highway 60, thence along UB. High¬ 
way 60 to the Junction of West Virgin a 
Highway 41. thence along West Virginia 
Highway 41 to the Junction of U S. High¬ 
way 19. thence along UB. Highway 19 to 
the Junction of West Virginia Highway 
3. thenpe along West Virginia Highway 
3 to the junction of West Virginia High¬ 
way 12. thence along West Virginia High¬ 
way 12 to the West Virginia-Virginia 
State line. Gateways to be eliminates 
(1) Point in Columbiana, Cuyahoga. 
Mahoning. Summit, and Trumbull Coun¬ 
ties. Ohio, and points in (2) West Vir¬ 
ginia. 
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No MC 60014 «Sub-No. E208*, filed 
August 26, 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 306. Mon- 
rtKYillc, Pa. 15140. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: William J. Rorlson (same as 
above'. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
itcrl angles, bars. channels, conduit , 
fencing, flooring . foists. lath. mesh, pil¬ 
ing. pipe, pests . rails. rods, roof bolt mats, 
roofing, strip, structural, tank parts, 
tubing, and wire in coils, (the transpor¬ 
tation of which because of age or weight, 
requires the use of special equipment), 
between points in Michigan on the one 
hind. and. on the other, points in New 
Hampshire, Rhode Island, and points In 
Massachusetts on and east of UR. High¬ 
way 5. Gateways to be eliminated: (1) 
Point* in that part of Ohio on and east 
of a line extending from Mansfield to 
Pomeroy, Ohio, along Ohio Highway 13 
to junction thereof with UR. Highway 
S3, thence along U.S. Highway 33 to 
Pomeroy, and on and south of U S High¬ 
way 30 extending from Mansfield to the 
Ohio-West Virginia 8tat6 line (2> Points 
in Columbiana, Cuyahoga. Mahoning. 
Summit, and Trumbull Counties, Ohio. 

CD Points in Pennsylvania on and 
west of a line extending from the Penn- 
sylvania-Maryland state line north 
•Jong unnumbered highway to York. 
Pennsylvania, thence along Interstate 
Highway 63 (formerly UR. Highway 111) 
to Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, thence 
north along Pennsylvania Highway 147 
(formerly portion Pennsylvania High¬ 
way 14* to junction U.8. Highway 220 
(formerly portion Pennsylvania High¬ 
way 14>. thence along UR. Highway 220 
to junction UR. Highway 15 (formerly 
portion Pennsylvania Highway 14), 
thence along UR. Highway 15 to Trout 
Run. Pennsylvania, thence continuing 
ttong UR. Highway 15 to the Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New York State line. t4> Points 
In New York. (5) Points in that part of 
Massachusetts, on and cast of a line 
beginning at the Massachusetts-New 
Hampshire State line and extending 
Routhwnrdhr along UR. Highway 202 to 
junction Massachusetts Highway 68 (at 
w aoar Baldwinville. Mass.), thence 
Massachusetts Highway 66 to 
function Massachusetts Highway 56 (at 
or near Hubbardston. Maas.), thence over 
M^vachusetts Kighwny 56 to junction 
Maisachusetts Highway 12 (near Roch- 
Mass.), thence along Massachusetts 
Highway 13 to the Massachusetts-Con¬ 
necticut State line (except points In 
Barnstable, Dukes, and Nantucket Coun¬ 
ties, Mass.) 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E209). filed 
£355* 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 308. 
Monroeville, Pa. 15146. Applicant's repre- 
«tauve : William J. Rorlson (same as 
above». Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
Jkef angles, bars, channels, conduit, 
lending, flooring, foists, lath, mesh, pit- 
wo, pipe, posts, rails, rods, roof bolt mats, 
ooflng, strip , structural, tank parts. 


tubing, and wire in coils (the transporta¬ 
tion of which, because of their size or 
weight, requires the use of special equip¬ 
ment). between points In Michigan on 
and north of a line beginning at 
Lake Michigan extending along Michi¬ 
gan Highway 21. thence along Michigan 
Highway 31 to the junction of Michi¬ 
gan Highway 56. thence along Michigan 
Highway 56 to the junction of Michi¬ 
gan Highway 54. thence along Michigan 
Highway 54 to the Junction of Michi¬ 
gan Highway 83, thence along Michigan 
Highway 83 to Michigan Highway 15, 
thence along Michigan Highway 15 to 
Saginaw Bay on the one hand. and. on 
the other, points in Connecticut on and 
east of & line beginning at the Mas- 
sachusctts-Connecticut State line ex¬ 
tending along UR. Highway 202, thence 
along U.S. Highway 202 to the junction 
of Connecticut Highway 10. thence along 
Connecticut Highway 10 to the Junction 
of Connecticut Highway 72. thence along 
Connecticut Highway 73 to the junction 
of Connecticut Highway 9. thence along 
Connecticut Highway 9 to Long Island 
Sound. 

Gateways to be eliminated: (1) Points 
in part of Ohio on and cast of a line 
extending from Mansfield to Pomeroy, 
Ohio, along Ohio Highway 13 to junction 
thereof with UR. Highway 33. thence 
along UR. Highway 33 to Pomeroy, and 
on and south of UR. Highway 30 extend¬ 
ing from Mansfield to the Ohio-West 
Virginia State line. (2) Points in 
Columbiana. Cuyahoga, Mahoning. Sum¬ 
mit. arid Trumbull Counties. Ohio. (3) 
Points in Pennsylvania on and west of a 
L ine extending from the Penn sylvan ia- 
Maryland State line, north along un¬ 
numbered highway to York, Pennsyl¬ 
vania. thence along Interstate Highway 
63 (formerly UR. Highway ill) to 
Harrisburg. Pennsylvania, thence north 
along Pennsylvania Highway 147 (for¬ 
merly portion Pennsylvania Highway 
14) to junction UR. Highway 220 (for¬ 
merly portion Pennsylvania Highway 
14), thence along UR. Highway E220 to 
junction UR. Highway 15 (formerly 
portion Pennsylvania Highway 14), 
thence along UR. Highway 15 to Trout 
Run. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E210), filed 
August 28. 1976, Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING, INC.. P.O. Box 308, Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa. 15146. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Rorlson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles. bars, channels, conduit, 
fencing , flooring, foists, lath, mesh, piling, 
pipe, posts, rails. rods, roof bolt mats, 
roofing strip structural tank parts tubing 
and wire fn coils (except commodities 
requiring special equipment) between 
points in Michigan, on the one hand, and 
on the other, points in Virginia on and 
east of & line beginning at the Tenncssec- 
Vlrglnla State line extending along U.S. 
Highway 23, thence along UR. Highway 
23 to Junction of UR. Highway 23/58/ 
421, thence along U.S. Highway 23/58/ 
421 to Junction of UR. Highway 23. 


thence along UR. Highway 23 to the Vir¬ 
ginia-Kentucky State line. Gateways to 
be eliminated: (1) Cambridge and 
Zanesville, Ohio. (2) Points in West 
Virginia. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E211), filed 
August 28, 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa. 15146. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Rorlson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars, channels, conduit, 
fencing, flooring , foists, lath. mesh, pil¬ 
ing. pipe, posts, rails, rods, roof bolt mats, 
roofing, strip, structurals. tank ports, 
tubing, and wire in coils (except those 
requiring special equipment), between 
points In Michigan on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Connecticut. 
Maine. Rhode Island, those in Massa¬ 
chusetts on and east of a line beginning 
at the Vermont-Massachusetts State 
line extending along Interstate Highway 
91. thence along Interstate Highway 91 
to the junction of Massachusetts High¬ 
way 9, thence along Massachusetts High¬ 
way 9 to the junction of Massachusetts 
Highway 10, thence along Massachusetts 
Highway 10 to the Junction of U.S. High¬ 
way 202, thence along U.8. Highway 202 
to the Massachusetts-Connecticut State 
line and points in New Hampshire on and 
cast of a line beginning at Vermont- 
New Hampshire State line extending 
along UR. Highway 2 to the Junction of 
UR. Highway 3. thence along UR. High¬ 
way 3 to the junction New Hampshire 
Highway 118, thence along New Hamp¬ 
shire Highway 118 to the junction New 
Hampshire Highway 25/118, thence 
along New Hampshire Highway 23/118 
to the junction of New Hampshire High¬ 
way 118, thence along New Hampshire 
Highway 118 to the junction UR. High¬ 
way 4. thence along UR. Highway 4 to 
the junction of New Hampshire Highw ay 
11. thence along New Hampshire High¬ 
way 11 to the Junction of New’ Hampshire 
Highway 31. thence along New Hamp¬ 
shire Highway 31 to the Junction of New 
Hampshire Highway 10. thence along 
New Hampshire Highway 10 to the Junc¬ 
tion of New Hampshire Highway 123. 
thence along New Hampshire Highway 
123 to the New Hampshire-Vermont 
State line. 

Gateways to be eliminated: (1> Points 
in Columbiana, Cuyahoga. Mahoning, 
Summit, and Trumbull Counties. Ohio. 
(2) Points in Pennsylvania on and west 
of a line extending from the Pennsylva- 
nia-Maryland State line north along un¬ 
numbered highway to York. Pennsylva¬ 
nia. thence along Interstate Highway 83 
(formerly UR. Highway ill) to Harris¬ 
burg, Pennsylvania, thence north along 
Pennsylvania Highway 147 (formerly 
portion of Pennsylvania Highway 14) to 
junction UR. Highway 220 (formerly 
portion Pennsylvania Highway 141), 
thence along UR. Highway 220 to Junc¬ 
tion UR. Highway 15 (formerly portion 
Pennsylvania Highway 14). thence along 
UR. Highway 15 to Trout Run. Pennsyl¬ 
vania, thence continuing along UR. 
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Highway 15 to the Pennsylvania-New 
York State line. (3> Points in New York. 
(4) Greenwich, Connecticut. (5) Points 
in that part of Massachusetts, on and 
east of a line beginning at the Massa¬ 
chusetts-New Hampshire State line and 
extending southwardly along U.S. High¬ 
way 202 to junction Massachusetts High¬ 
way 68 (at or near BaldwlnvUle, Mass.), 
thence along Massachusetts Highway 68 
to junction Massachusetts Highway 56 
(at or near Hubbardston, Mass.), thence 
over Massachusetts Highway 56 to junc¬ 
tion Massachusetts Highway 12 (near 
Rochdale. Mass ), thence along Massa¬ 
chusetts Highway 12 to the Massachu- 
setts-ConnecUcut State line (except 
points in Barnstable, Dukes, and Nan¬ 
tucket Counties. Mass.), 

No. MC 60014 ‘Sub-No. E212), filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 308, Mon¬ 
roeville, Pa 15146. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above*. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars. channels, conduit, 
fencing, flooring. joists, lath. mesh, pil¬ 
ing. posts, rails, rods . roof bolt mats , 
roofing . strip, structurals. tank parts, 
tubing. and wire in coils, from points in 
Michigan on and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Michigan-Ohlo State line 
extending along U.S. Highway 127 to the 
junction of Interstate Highway 94, 
thence along Interstate Highway 94 to 
the Junction ,of Michigan Highway 89. 
thence along Michigan Highway 89 to 
Lake Michigan, to points in Tennessee 
on and east of a line beginning at the 
Tennessce-Vlrginia State line extending 
along U.S. Highway 11E/19. thence along 
U.S. Highway 11E/19 to U.S. Highway 
19. thence along U S. Highway 19 to the 
Tennessee-North Carolina State line. 
Gateways to be eliminated: (1) Points 
in that part of Ohio on and east of a 
line extending from Mansfield to Pome¬ 
roy, Ohio, along Ohio Highway 13 to 
Junction thereof with U.S. Highway 33. 
thence along U-S. Highway 33 to Pome¬ 
roy. and on and south of UH. Highway 
30 extending from Mansfield to the Ohio- 
West Virginia State line. 

No. MC 60014 <Sub-No. E213), filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 308, Monroe¬ 
ville. Pa. 15146. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: William J. Rorison (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel 
angles, bars, channels, conduit, fencing , 
flooring, joists, lath . mesh, piling, pipe, 
posts, rails, rods, roof bolt mats. roofing, 
strip, structurals. tank parts. tubing, and 
wire in coils, the transportation of which, 
because of their size or weight, require 
the use of special equipment, between 
points in Michigan on the one luuid. and. 
on the other, points and places in Ohio 
on and east of a line beginning at Lake 
Erie, extending along Ohio Highway 91 
to the junction of Interstate Highway 
271. thence along Interstate Highway 271 
to the junction of Ohio Highway 3. 
thence along Ohio Highway 3 to the 


junction of Ohio Highway 162, thence 
along Ohio Highway 162 to the junction 
of U.S. Highway 224. thence along U.S. 
Highway 224 to the Junction of U.3. 
Highway 42, thence along U.S. Highway 
42 to the Junction of U.S. Highway 30, 
thence along U.S. Highway 30 to the 
junction of U.8. Highway 30S, thence 
along U.S. Highway 308 to the Junction 
of Ohio Highway 61. thence along Ohio 
Highway 61 to the junction of Interstate 
Highway 71. thence along Interstate 
Highway 71 to the Junction of U.8. High¬ 
way 23, thence along U8. Highway 23 to 
the Ohlo-Kentucky Suite line. Gateways 
to be eliminated: (1 > Points in that part 
of Ohio on and cast of a line extending 
from Mansfield to Pomeroy. Ohio, along 
Ohio Highway 13 to junction thereof 
with U S. Highway 33. thence along U.S. 
Highway 33 to Pomeroy, and on and 
south of U.S. Highway 30 extending from 
Mansfield to the Ohio-West Virginia 
State line. 

No. MC 60014 ‘Sub-No. E214», filed 
August 28, 1976 Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 308. Monroe¬ 
ville. Pa. 15146 Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: William Jl Rorison (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel 
angles, bars, channels , conduit, fencing, 
flooring. joists, lath. mesh, piling. pipe, 
posts, rails, rods, roof bolt mats, roofing, 
strip, structuals, tank parts, tubing . and 
wire in coils , the transportation of which, 
because of their size or weight, require 
the use of special equipment, between 
points In Michigan on and north of a 
line beginning at Lake Michigan extend¬ 
ing along Michigan Highway 115 to the 
Junction of U.S. Highway 31. thence 
along U.S. Highway 31 to the Junction of 
Michigan Highw'ay 115, thence along 
Michigan Highway 115 to the Junction 
of U8. Highway 10. thence along U.8. 
Highway 10 to the junction of Michigan 
Highway 15. thence along Michigan 
Highway 15 to the Junction of Michigan 
Highway 46. thence along Michigan 
Highway 46 to Lake Huron on the one 
hand, and. on the other, points in Ohio 
on and east of a line beginning at Lake 
Erie extending along Ohio Highway 60 to 
the junction of U.S. Highway 224. thence 
along US. Highway 224 to the junction 
of Ohio Highway 61. thence along Ohio 
Highway 61 to the junction of Ohio High- 
way 98. thence along Ohio Highway 98 
to the Junction of Ohio Highway 4, thence 
along Ohio Highway 4 to the Junction of 
U.S. Highway 40. thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 40 to the Ohio-Indiana State line. 
Gateways to be eliminated: <1> points in 
that part of Ohio on and east of a line 
extending from Mansfield to Pomeroy. 
Ohio, along Ohio Highway 13 to junction 
thereof with U.S. Highway 33, thence 
along U.S. Highway 33 to Pomeroy, and 
on and south of U.S. Highway 30 extend¬ 
ing from Maasfleld to the Ohio-West 
Virginia State line. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E215>, filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 
TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa. 15146. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Rorison (same as 


above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: iron 
and steel angles, bars. channels . con- 
duit, fencing, flooring, joists, lath, mesh, 
piling, pipe, posts . rails, rods, roof bolt 
mats, roofing, strip, structurals. tank 
parts, tubing, and wire in coils, the 
transportation of which, because of size 
or weight, require the use of special 
equipment, between points in Michigan 
on and west of a line beginning at Lake 
Superior extending along Michigan 
Highway 77 to the junction of US. 
Highway 2, thence along U-S. Highway 
2 to Lake Michigan on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in Ohio on 
and east of a line beginning at Lake 
Erie extending along U.S. Highway 6 
to the junction of U.S. Highway 6 20. 
thence along U.S. Highway 6/20 to the 
junction of Ohio Highway' 53, thence 
along Ohio Highway 53 to the junction 
of Ohio Highway 12. thence along Ohio 
Highway 12 to the Junction of US. 
Highway 68, thence along US. High¬ 
way 68 to the Junction of U.S. Highway 
62, thence along U.S. Highway 62 to the 
Ohlo-Kentucky State line. Gateways to 
be eliminated: (1) Points in that part 
of Ohio on and east of a line extending 
from Mansfield to Pomeroy. Ohio, along 
Ohio Highway 13 to junction thereof 
with U.S. Highway 33. thence along 
UJ5. Highway 33 to Pomeroy, and on 
and south of U.S. Highway 30 extend¬ 
ing from Mansfield to the Ohio-West 
Virginia State line. 

No. MC 60014 ‘ Sub-No. E216L filed 
August 28. 1976 Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa. 15146. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: William J. Rorison tsame as 
above k Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier . by motor vehicle, 
over Irregular routes. tr»nsi>orttng: Iron 
and steel angles, bars, channels , con¬ 
duit, fencing, flooring, joists, lath. mesh, 
piling, pipe , posts, rails, rods, roof bolt 
mats, roofing, strip structurals. tank 
parts, tubing, and wire in coils ‘except 
commodities requiring special equip¬ 
ment), between points in Michigan cm 
and north of a line beginning at Lake 
Huron and extending along Michigan 
Highway 21 to the Junction of Michigan 
Highway 78 to the junction of US. 
Highway 127, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 127 to the Junction of Michigan 
Highway 12. thence along Michigan 
Highway 12 to the Junction of Michigan 
Highway 66, thence along Michigan 
Highway 66 to the Michigan-Indiana 
State line on the one hand. and. on the 
other, points in Vermont on and cast 
of a line beginning at the International 
Boundary' line betw'een the United 
States and Canada and extending along 
U.8. Highway 5 to the junction of U.S. 
Highway 302. thence along US. High¬ 
way 302 to the Vermont-New Hamp¬ 
shire State line. Gateways to be elimi¬ 
nated: (1) Points in Columbiana. Cuya¬ 
hoga. Mahoning. Summit, and Trum¬ 
bull Counties, Ohio. (2) Points in Penn¬ 
sylvania. (3) Points in New York. (4> 
Within 10 Miles of Greenwich. Conn. 
<5> Points within 35 miles of Boston. 
Massachusetts. 
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No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E217), filed 
AUtfU&t 26, 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING, INC.. P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa. 15146. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above ) Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
ifeei angto, bars, channels . conduit, 
fencing . flooring, joists . lath. mesh, pil¬ 
ing, pipe, posts, rails, rods, roof bolt mats, 
roofing, strip, structurals, tank parts, 
tubing, and wire in coils (except com¬ 
modity requiring special equipment>, 
between points in Virginia and points tn 
Maine, New Hampshire, those in Vermont 
cn and east or a line beginning at the 
International Boundary line between the 
United States and Canada and extend¬ 
ing along Vermont Highway 105 to the 
Junction of Vermont Highway 101, 
thence along Vermont Highway 101 to 
the Junction of Vermont Highway 100, 
thence along Vermont Highway 100 to 
the junction of U.8. Highway 4, thence 
iking U S Highway 4 to the junction of 
Vermont Highway 100. thence along 
Vermont Highway 100 to the Junction of 
Vermont Highway 30. thence along Ver¬ 
mont Highway 30 to the junction of UB. 
Highway 5, thence along UB. Highway 5 
to the Vermont-Mossachusetts State 
line: points in Massachusetts on and east 
of i line beginning at the Ma&sachusctts- 
Connecticut State line, extending along 
Massachusetts Highway 8 to the Junc¬ 
tion of UB. Highway 20, thence along 
U.8. Highway 20 to the junction of 
Massachusetts Highway 9/8A. thence 
along Massachusetts Highway 9/8A to 
the Junction of Massachusetts Hlgway 
116, thence along Massachusetts High¬ 
way 116 to the Junction of Massachu¬ 
setts Highway 8A. thence along Massa¬ 
chusetts Highway 8A to the Massachu- 
Mtis-Vermont State line: points In 
Rhode Island on and north of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Cannec ticut-Rhode Island 
State line, extending along Rhode Island 
Highway 165 to the Junction of Rhode 
Island Highway 102, thence along Rhode 
Idontf Highway 102 to the Junction of 
tf-8. Highway 1A to Narragansctt Bay. 

Gateways to be eliminated: ( 1 ) Points 
in New York. (2) Greenwich. Connecti¬ 
cut (3) Points in Massachusetts on and 
cost of UB. Highway 5. (4) Points in that 
^part of Massachusetts, on and east of a 
jtoe beginning at the Massachusetts-New 
Hampshire State line and extending 
wuihwardly along UB. Highway 202 to 
Junction Massachusetts Highway 68 (at 
or near Baldwtnville, Mass.), thence 
Massachusetts Highway 68 to 
Junction Massachusetts Highway 56 (at 
or near Hubb&rdston. Mass.). thence 
over Massachusetts Highway 56 to Junc- 
non Massachusetts Highway 12 (near 
whdale. Mass.), thence along Massa- 
wnisottn Highway 12 to the Massachu- 
wtu-connectfcut state line (except 
|*>tnu in Barnstable, Dukes. Nantucket 
Counties. Mass.). 

No. MC 60014 <8ub-No. E218*. filed 
Attest 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

na cKiNO, P.O. Box 308, Monroeville, 
^ 15146. Applicant's representative: 
William J. Rorison 'same as above'. 


Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel 
angles, bars, channels, conduit, fencing, 
flooring, joists, lath. mesh, piling, pipe, 
posts, rails, rods, roof bolt mats, roofing, 
strip, structurals. tank parts, tubing, and 
tcirc in colls (except commodities requir¬ 
ing special equipment), between points 
in Virginia, on the one hand and. on the 
other, points In Connecticut. Gateways 
to be eliminated: <1) Points in New York. 
*2) Greenwich. Connecticut. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E219>, filed 
Augu st 28, 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville, Pa. 15146. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate os a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars , channels, conduit, 
fencing, flooring. joists . lath, mesh, pil¬ 
ing, pipe, posts, rails rods, roof bolt mats, 
roofing, strip, structurals. tank parts, 
tubing, and wire in coils, the transporta¬ 
tion of which, because of their size or 
weight, require the use of special equip¬ 
ment, between points in Virginia on and 
cast of Virginia Highway 16. on the one 
hand and, on the other, points in Ohio. 
Gateways to be eliminated: (I) Points 
in West Virginia. (2 > Points in that port 
of Ohio on and east of a line extending 
from Mansfield to Pomeroy. Ohio, along 
Ohio Highway 13 to Junction thereof 
with UB. Highway 33, thence along UB. 
Highway 33 to Pomeroy, and on and 
south of UB. Highway 30 extending from 
Mansfield to the Ohio-West Virginia 
State line (except points in Li cking 
County. Ohloi. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E220), filed 
Aug ust 2 8, 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville, Pa. 15146. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles , bars, channels. conduit, 
fencing, flooring. joists , lath, mesh, pil¬ 
ing. pipe, posts , rails, rods, roof bolt mats, 
roofing, strip, structurals. tank parts, 
tubing and wire in coils, between points 
tn Virginia on and north of a line be¬ 
ginning at the West Virginia-Virginia 
State line extending along UB. Highway 
50 to Junction of Virginia Highway 7. 
thence along Virginia Highway 7 to the 
Potomac River on the one hand. and. 
on the other, points in Alabama on and 
west oT a line beginning at the Alabama- 
Tcnnessce State line extending along 
UB. Highway 231/431 to the Junction of 
UB. Highway Alternate 72. thence along 
UB. Highway Alternate 72 to junction of 
Alabama Highway 24. tiicnce along Ala¬ 
bama Highway 24 to Junction of Ala¬ 
bama Highway 33. thence along Alabama 
Highway 33 to Junction of U S. Highway 
278. thence along UB, Highway 278 to 
junction of Alabama Highway 13. tiicnce 
along Alabama Highway 13 to Junction 
of UB. Highway 43. thence along U 8. 
Highway 43 to the JuncUon of Alabama 
Highway 96. thence along Alabama 
Highway 96 to the Alaboma-Mlssissippi 
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State line. Gateways to be eliminated: 
<1> Wheeling. West Virginia. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E221). filed 
August 28, 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC., P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville, Pa. 15146. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars, channels, conduit, 
fencing, flooring, joists, lath, mesh, pil¬ 
ing, pipe, posts, rails. rods, roof bolt 
mats , roofing . strip, structurals , tank 
Starts, tubing and wire in coils, between 
points in Virginia on and north of a line 
beginning at the West Virginia-Virginia 
State line extending along Virginia 
Highway 259 to the Junction of Virginia 
Highway 42, thence along Virginia 
Highway 42 to JuncUon Virginia High¬ 
way 260, thence along Virginia Highway 
260 to Junction of UB. Highway 211, 
thence along U.8. Highway 211 to the 
Junction of UB. Highway 522, thence 
along UB. Highway 522 to Junction of 
Virginia Highway 3. thence along Vir¬ 
ginia Highway 3 to JuncUon of UB. 
Highway 17. thence along UB. Highway 
17 to junction of UB. Highway 360, 
thence along UB. Highway 360 to the 
Chesapeake Bay on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Mississippi on and 
west of a line beginning at the Mlssis- 
slppl-Tennessee State line extending 
along UB. Highway 45 to junction 
Natcbes Trace Parkway, thence along 
Natches Trace Parkway to Junction of 
Interstate Highway 55. thence along In¬ 
terstate Highway 55 to the Misslssippl- 
Louislona State lines, points In Tennes¬ 
see on and west of a line beginning at the 
Kentucky-TVnnessee State line extend¬ 
ing along UB. Highway 79 to junction of 
Tennessee Highway 13. thence along 
Tennessee Highway 13 to Junction of 
UB. Highway 70, thence along UB. High¬ 
way 70 to Junction of UB. Highway 45. 
thence along UB. Highway 45 to the 
Tenncesee-Mlsslsslppl State line. Gate¬ 
ways to be eliminated: <1> Wheeling, 
West Virginia. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E222), filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING, INC.. P.O. Box 308, Mon¬ 
roeville, Pa. 15146. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars, channels. conduit . 
fencing, flooring, joists, lath, mesh, pil¬ 
ing. pipe, posts, rails, rods, roof bolt mats , 
roofing, strip, structurals. tank parts, 
tubing and wire tn coils, from points In 
places in Virginia on and east of a line 
beginning at the West Virginia-Virginia 
State line, extending along UB. Highway 
50 to the JuncUon of U S. Highway 522, 
thence along UB. Highway 522 to the 
junction of Virginia Highway 3. thence 
along Virginia Highway 3 to the Junction 
of UB. Highway 17. thence along UB. 
Highway 17 to the Chesapeake Bay, and 
to points and places In Kentucky on and 
west of a line beginning at the Tenncs- 
sec-Kentucky State line, extending along 
U 8. Highway 127 to the Junction of Kcn- 


FEDERAl REGISTER, VOL 42, NO. 102—THURSDAY, MAY 36, 1977 








27120 


NOTICES 


fcucky Highway 90. thence along Ken¬ 
tucky Highway 90 to the Junction of 
Kentucky Highway 461. thence along 
Kentucky Highway 461 to the Junc¬ 
tion of National Interstate Highway 76. 
thence along National Interstate High¬ 
way 75 to the Junction of Kentucky 
Highway 627. thence along Kentucky 
Highway 627 to the junction of National 
Interstate Highway 64, thence along Na¬ 
tional Interstate Highway’ 64 to the 
junction of Kentucky Highway 11. thence 
along Kentucky Highway 11 to the Ken- 
tucky-Ohio State line. Gateways to be 
eliminated: Cl) Wheeling West Virginia. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E223). filed 
August 28, 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Bog 308. Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa. 15146. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Rorlson (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Iron and steel angles, bars, channels. 
conduit, fencing, flooring, joists, lath, 
mesh, piling, pipe, posts, rails, rods, 
roof bolt mats, roofing, strip, structur¬ 
als, tank parts, tubing and wire in coils. 
between points In places In Virginia on 
and east of a line beginning at the West 
Vlrginia-Virglnla Slate line, extending 
along U.S. Highway 250 to the junction 
of Virginia Highway 6, thence along Vir¬ 
ginia Highway’ 6 to the Junction of UB. 
Highway 29. thence along U.S. Highway 
29 to the Junction of Virginia Highway 
56, thence along U.S. Highway 56 to the 
Junction of Virginia Highway 60. thence 
along Virginia Highway 60 to the Junc¬ 
tion of UB. Highway 15. thence along 
U.S. Highway 15 to the junction of U.S. 
Highway 460, thence along UB. Highway 
460 to the junction of Virginia Highway 
46. thence along Virginia Highway 46 to 
the Virginia-North Carolina State line, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in places in Indiana on and north of a 
line beginning at the Ohio-Indlana State 
line, extending along Indiana Highway 
46 to the junction of Indiana Highway 
45. thence along Indiana Highway 45 to 
the junction of Indiana Highway 54. 
thence along Indiana Highway 54 to the 
Indlana-Hlinois State line. Gateways to 
be elminated (1) West Virginia; (2> 
Columbiana. Cuyahoga, Mahoning, 
Summit and Trumbull Counties. Ohio. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E224). filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 308. Monroe¬ 
ville. Pa. 15146. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: William J. Rorlson (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars, channels, conduit, 
fencing, flooring, joists, lath, mesh, pil¬ 
ing, pipe, posts, rails, rods, roof bolt mats, 
roofing, strip, structurals. tank parts, 
tubing and wire in coils, (except com¬ 
modities requiring special equipment), 
between points in Virginia on and east of 
a line beginning at the West Virgina- 
Virginia State line extending along U.S. 
Highway 250 to the Junction of Virginia 
Highway 6. thence along Virginia High¬ 
way 6 to the Junc tion of U.S. Highway 


29. thence along U.S. Highway 29 to the 
junction of Virginia Highway 56. thence 
along Virginia Highway 56 to the Junc¬ 
tion of Virginia Highway 60. thence along 
Virginia Highway 60 to the Junction of 
UB. Hlghw’ay 15. thence along UB. High¬ 
way 15 to the junction of U.8. Highway 
460. thence along UB. Highway 460 to 
the Junction of Virginia Highway 46. 
thence along Virginia Highway 46 to the 
Virginia-North Carolina 6tate line, on 
the one hand, and on the other, points 
in Indiana on and north of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Ohio-Indiana State line ex¬ 
tending along Indiana Highway 46 to the 
junction of National Interstate Highway 
70. thence along National Interstate 70 
to the Indiana-Ililnois State line. Gate¬ 
ways to be eliminated: (1) West Vir¬ 
ginia; (2) Zanesville, Ohio. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E225). filed 
August 28, 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville, Pa. 15146. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Rorlson (same as 
above*. Authority sought to operate os a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars, channels, conduit, 
fencing, flooring, joists, lath, mesh, pil¬ 
ing. pipe, posts, rails, rods, roof bolt mats, 
roofing. strip, structural, tank parts, tub¬ 
ing and wire in coUs. (except commodi¬ 
ties requiring special equipment), be¬ 
tween points in West Virginia on the 
one hand. and. on the other, points In 
Maine, New Hampshire. Massachusetts. 
Connecticut. Rhode Island, points in Ver¬ 
mont on and east of a line beginning 
at the New York-Vermont State line, ex¬ 
tending along Vermont Highway 4A to 
the Junction of UB. Highway 7. thence 
along UB. Highway 7 to the junction of 
Vermont Highway 103. thence along 
Vermont Highway 103 to the Junction of 
Interstate Highway 91. thence along In¬ 
terstate Highway 91 to Vermont-Massa¬ 
chusetts State line. Gateways to be elim¬ 
inated: <1) Points In New York within 10 
miles of Greenwich, Conn.: (2) 
Greenwich. Conn.; (3) points In Massa¬ 
chusetts on and east of UB. Highway 5; 
(4 * between points In that part of Mass¬ 
achusetts. on and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Massachusetts-New Hamp¬ 
shire State line and extending south¬ 
wardly along UB. Highway 202 to Junc¬ 
tion Massachusetts Highway 68 (at or 
near Baldwinvllle. Mass.), thence along 
Massachusetts Highway 68 to Junction 
Massachusetts Highway 56 (at or near 
Hubbards ton. Mass.). thence over Mass¬ 
achusetts Highway 56 to Junction Massa¬ 
chusetts Highway 12 ‘near Rochdale. 
Mass.), thence along Massachusetts 
Highway 12 to the Massachusetts-Con¬ 
necticut State line, (except points In 
Barnstable. Dukes, and Nantucket 
Counties. Mass. • . 

No. MC 60014 • Sub-No. E226*. filed 
August 28, 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC., P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa. 15146. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Rorlson (same as 
above * Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars, channels, conduit. 


fencing . flooring, joists, lath. mesh, pil¬ 
ing, pipe, posts, rails, rods, roof bolt mats, 
roofing, strip, structural, tank parts, tub¬ 
ing and wire in coils, (except commodi¬ 
ties requiring special equipment), be¬ 
tween points In West Virginia on the 
on© hand. and. on the other, points la 
Indiana on and north of a line begin- 
nlng at the Indiana-Ohio State line ex¬ 
tending along U.S. Highway 6 to junc¬ 
tion of Indiana Highway 9. thence along 
Indiana Highway 9 to junction of U.S. 
Highway 24, thence along UB. Highway 
24 to junction of UB. Highway 421. 
thence along UB. Highway 421 to Junc¬ 
tion of UB. Highway 30, thence along 
U.8. Highway 30 to the Zndiana- 
niinols State line. Gateways to be 
eliminated: (1) Zanesville. Ohio: (2i 
Points In that part of Ohio on and 
east of a line extending from Mansfield 
to Pomeroy. Ohio, along Ohio Highway 
13 to Junction thereof with UB. Highway 
33, thence along UB. Highway 33 to 
Pomeroy, and on and south of U.S. High¬ 
way 30 extending from Mansfield to the 
Ohio-West Virginia StAte line. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E227*. filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 308, Mon¬ 
roeville, Pa. 15146. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Rorlson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars, channels, conduit 
fencing, flooring, joists, lath. mesh, pil¬ 
ing, pipe , posts, rails, rods, roof bolt mats, 
roofing, strip, structurals. tank parts, 
tubing and wire in coils, (except com¬ 
modities requiring special equipment), 
between points In West Virginia on and 
north of a line beginning at the Ohio- 
West Virginia State line extending along 
West Virginia Highway 14 to Junction of 
West Virginia Highway 5. thence along 
West Virginia Highway 5 to Junction of 
UB. Highway 19. thence along UB. High¬ 
way 19 to junction of West Virginia 
Highway 39, thence along West Virginia 
Highway 39 to West Virgin la-Virginia 
State line on the one hand. and. on the 
other, points in Indiana on and north of 
a line beginning at the Indiana-Ohio 
State line extending along Interstate 
Highway 74 to junction of Indiana High¬ 
way 46. thence along Indiana Highway 
46 to Junction of U S. Highway 40. thence 
along U 8. Highway 40 to the Indiana- 
Illinois State line. Gateways to be elimi¬ 
nated: (1) Zanesville. Ohio. (2) points in 
that part of Ohio on and east of a line 
extending from Mansfield to Pomeroy 
Ohio, along Ohio Highway’ 13 to junc¬ 
tion thereof with U.S. Highway 33. 
thence along UB. Highway 33 to Pome¬ 
roy. and on and south of U.S, Highway 
30 extending from Mansfield to the Ohio- 
West Virginia State line. 

No. MC 60014 < Sub-No. E228>. Al«} 
August 28, 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC., P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa. 15146. Applicant’s represen¬ 
tative: William J. Rorlson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier by motor vehicle, over 
irregular roultes, transporting: Iron ana 
steel angles. bars, channels, conduit. 
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fencing . flooring, joists, tafA. mesA. pif- 
tnp. pipe, posts. rails, rods, roo/ bott mats, 
roofing, strip, structural*, tank parts, 
tubinp end ictre in coifs. between points 
In West Virginia on and north of a line 
beginning at the Ohio-West Virginia 
State line extending along West Virginia 
Highway 47 to Junction of U S. Highway 
33 119. thence along U.S. Highway 33/ 
119 to Junction of UB. Highway 33. 
thence along UB. Highway 33 to the 
West Virglnia-Virginia State line on the 
one hand. and. on the other, points in 
Mississippi. Gateways to be eliminated: 
ri> Wheeling. West Virginia. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E229>. filed 
August 28. 1076. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKINO, INC., P.O. Box 3C8. Mon¬ 
roeville, Pa. 15146. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
tteel angles, bars, channels, conduit, 
fencing, flooring, joists, lath, mesh, 
piling, pipe, posts, rails, rods, roof 
bolt mats, roofing, strip, structurals. tank 
parts, tubing and wire in coils, between 
points in West Virginia on and north of 
a Une beginning at the Ohio-West Vir¬ 
ginia State line extending along U.S. 
Alternate 50 to the Junction of U.S. High¬ 
way 50, thence along UB. Highway 50 to 
junction of West Virginia Highway 20, 
thence along West Virginia Highv ay 20 
to Junction of U.8. Highway 119. thence 
along U.8. Highway 119 to Junction of 
US. Highway 19, thence along U.C. High¬ 
way 19 to Junction of T’ghway 33, 
thence along U.8. Highway 33 to West 
Virglnia-Virginia State line, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points In Ten¬ 
nessee on west of a line beginning at the 
Kcntucky-Tennessec State line extend¬ 
ing along U.S. Highway 27 to Junction 
of Tennessee Highway 62. thence along 
Tennessee Highway 62 to Junction 

of Tennessee Highway 84, thence along 
Tennessee Highway 84 to Junction 

of Tennessee Highway 111, thence along 

Tennessee Highway 111 to Junction 

of Tennessee Highway 56, thence along 
Tennessee Highway 56 to the Tennesscc- 
Aiabama State line. Gateways to be 
eliminated: <1) Wheeling, West Virginia. 

No MC 60014 (Sub-No. E230>. filed 
August 28, 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKINO. INC., P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville, Pa, 15146. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: William J. Rorison (some address 
as aplicant). Authority sought to operate 
u * common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Iron 
and steel angles, bars, channels, conduit, 
fencing, flooring, joists, lath, mesh, 
PMnf/. pi pCt p^ts, rails, rods . roof 
wlf fnats, roofing, strip, structurals. tank 
Ports, tubing and wire in coils, between 
Points in West Virginia on and north of 
» line beginning at the Ohio-West Vir¬ 
ginia state line extending along U.S. 
Alternate 50 to Junction of U.S. Highway 
50. thence along U.S. Highway 50 to the 
west Virginia-Maryland 8tate line, on 
wie one hand, and, on the other, points In 
Alabama. Gateways to be eliminated: (1) 
* hec Ung. West Virginia. 


No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E231>. filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKINO, INC., P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa. 15146. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle* over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars, channels, conduit, 
fencing, flooring, joists, lath, mesh, 
piling, pipe, posts, rails, rods, roof 
bolt mats, roofing, strip, structural, tank 
parts, tubing and wire in coils, between 
points In West Virginia on and north of 
a line beginning at the Ohio-West Vir¬ 
ginia State line extending along West 
Virginia Highway 7 to Junction of U.8. 
Highway 250, thence along UB. Highway 
250 to Junction of U.S. Highway 33. 
thence along U.S. Highway 33 to the West 
Virglnia-Virginia State line, on the one 
hand, and, on the other points in Ken¬ 
tucky on and west of a line beginning at 
the Ohio-Kentucky State line extending 
along UB. Highway 27 to the Junction of 
U.S. Highway 27/68. thence along U S. 
Highway 27/68 to Junction of UB. High¬ 
way 27. thence along U.S. Highway 27 to 
the Kentucky-Tennessee State line. 
Gateways to be eliminated: (1) Wheel¬ 
ing. West Virginia. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E232> # filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC., P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa. 15146. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier. by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars, channels, conduit, 
fencing, flooring, joists, lath, mesh, pil¬ 
ing. pipe, posts, rails, rods, roof bolt 
mats, roofing, strip, structurals, tank 
parts, tubing and wire in coils, between 
points in West Virginia on and north of 
a line beginning at the West Vlrglnia- 
Ohio State line extending along West 
Virginia Highway 95 to Junction of UB. 
Highway 33/119, thence along UB. High¬ 
way 33/119 to Junction of UB. Highway 
33, thence along UB. Highway 33 to the 
West Virginla-Virglnla State line, on the 
one hand, and. on the other, points in 
Alabama on and west of a line beginning 
at the Alabama-Tennessee State line ex¬ 
tending along UB. Highway 231/431 to 
Junction of U.8. Alternate Highway 72 to 
Junction of UB. Highway 31, thence 
along UB. Highway 31 to Junction of 
Interstate Highway 65. thence along 
Interstate Highway 65 to junction of 
Alabama Highway 69. thence along Ala¬ 
bama Highway 69 to junction of Ala¬ 
bama Highway 14. thence along Alabama 
Highway to Junction of Alabama High¬ 
way 10. thence along Alabama Highway 
10 to Junction of Alabama Highway 47. 
thence along Alabama Highway 47 to 
Junction of Alabama Highway 83, thence 
along Alabama Highway 83 to Junction 
of Alabama Highway 84, thence along 
Alabama Highway 84 to the Alabama- 
Oeorgia State line. Gateway to be elimi¬ 
nated: (1) Wheeling. West Virginia. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E233), filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKINO. INC . P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 


roeville, Pa. 15146. Applicant’s represen¬ 
tative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars, channels, conduit, 
fencing, flooring, joists . lath, mesh, pil¬ 
ing, pipe, posts, rails, rods. roof bolt mats, 
roofing, strip, structural*, tank parts, 
tubing and wire in coils, between points 
and places in West Virginia on and east 
of a line beginning at the Ohio-West 
Virginia State line, extending along West 
Virginia Highway 20 to the Junction of 
UB. Highway 19, thence along UB. 
Highway 19 to Junction of West Virginia 
Highway 39, thence along West Virginia 
Highway 39 to the West Virglnia- 
Virginia State line, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, between points and places 
in Indiana on and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Ohlo-Indlana State line, ex¬ 
tending along Indiana Highway 26 to 
Indiana-HIinols State line. Gateways to 
be eliminated: (1) Ohio County. West 
Virginia. <2) Columbiana. Cuyahoga, 
Mahoning, Summit, and Trumbull Coun¬ 
ties, Ohio. (3) Points in that part of Ohio 
on and cast of a line extending from 
Mansfield to Pomeroy. Ohio, along Ohio 
Highway 13 to junction thereof with UB. 
Highway 33, thence along UB. Highway 
33 to Pomeroy, and. on and south of UB. 
Highway 30 extending from Mansfield to 
the Ohio-West Virginia State line. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E234). filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKINO. INC., P.O. Box 308, Mon¬ 
roeville, Pa. 15146. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars . channel, conduit, 
fencing, flooring, joists, lath, mesh, pil¬ 
ing. pipe, posts, rails, rods, roof bolt mats, 
roofing, strip, structurals, tank parts, 
tubing and wire in coils, (except com¬ 
modities requiring special equipment) 
between points in West Virginia, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Michigan. Gateways to be eliminated: 
(I) Zanesville. Ohio. (2) Points in that 
part of Ohio on and cast of a line extend¬ 
ing from Mansfield to Pomeroy. Ohio, 
along Ohio Highway 13 to junction 
thereof with UB. Highway 33 to Pom¬ 
eroy. and. on and south of UB. Highway 
30 extending from Mansfield to the Ohio- 
West Virginia State line. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E235), filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING, INC.. P.O. Box 308, Mon¬ 
roeville, Pa. 15146. Applicant’s represen¬ 
tative: William J. Rorison (same a s 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars, channels, conduit, 
fencing, flooring, joists, lath, mesh, pil¬ 
ing. pipe, posts, rails, rods, roof bolt mats, 
roofing, strip, structurals tank parts, tub¬ 
ing and wire in coils, between points in 
West Virginia on and north and east of 
a line beginning at the Ohio-West Vir¬ 
ginia State line extending along UB. Al¬ 
ternate Highway 50 to junction of West 
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Virginia Highway 16. thence along West 
Virginia Highway 16 to junction of West 
Virginia Highway 6. thence along West 
Virginia Highway 5 to Junction of UB. 
Highway 19. thence along UB. Highway 
19 to junction of UB. Highway 60. thence 
along UB. Highway 60 to the West Vir¬ 
ginia-Virginia State line, on the one 
hand. and. on the other, points In Michi¬ 
gan. Gateways to be eliminated: <1) 
Brook. Hancock. Marshall and Ohio 
Counties. West Virginia. (2) Columbiana. 
Cuyahoga. Mahoning. Summit, and 
Trumbull Counties. Ohio. (3) Points In 
that part of Ohio on and east of a line 
extending from Mansfield to Pomeroy. 
Ohio, along Ohio Highway 13 to junction 
thereof with UB. Highway 33. thence 
along U.S. Highway 33 to Pomeroy, and. 
on and south of OB. Highway 30 extend¬ 
ing from Mansfield to the Ohio-West 
Virginia State line. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E236). filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa. 15146. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier. by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Commod¬ 
ities. the transportation of which, by 
reason of their size or weight, require the 
use of special equipment, between points 
In West Virginia, on the one hand. and, 
on the other, points in Michigan on and 
west and north of a line beginning at the 
Michigan-Canada International bound¬ 
ary extending along Interstate Highway 
75 to Junction of UB. Highway 2, thence 
along UB. Highway 2 to the Michlgan- 
Wlsronsin State line. Gateways to be 
eliminated: <1) Brooks. Hancock, 
Marshall and Ohio Counties. West Vir¬ 
ginia. (2) Columbian!, Cuyahoga. 
Mahoning. Summit, and Trumbull Coun¬ 
ties, Ohio. (3) Points in that part of 
Ohio on and east of a line extending 
from Mansfield to Pomeroy. Ohio, along 
Ohio Highway 13 to Junction thereof 
with UB. Highway 33. thence along UB. 
Highway 33 to Pomeroy, and. on and 
south of U.8. Highway 30 extending from 
Mansfield to the Ohio-West Virginia 
State line. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E237). filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC., P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa. 15146 Applicant s represent¬ 
ative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel ancles, bars, channels, conduit, 
fencing. flooring, foists, lath mesh . j riling, 
pipe, posts, rails , rods, roof bolt mats, 
roofing, strip, structurals. tank parts, 
tubing, and wire in coils, between points 
in Illinois on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Delaware. New Jersey. 
New York. Pennsylvania, and points in 
West Virginia north and east of a line 
beginning at the Ohio-West Virginia 
State line extending on West Virginia 
Highway 7 to Junction of UB. Highway 
250. thence along UB. Highway 250 to 
Junction of UB. Highway 119/250. thence 
along UB. Highway 119/250 to Junction 


of UB. Highway 250. thence along U.S. 
Highway 250 to the West Vtrginla-Vir- 
glnia State line and to the District of 
Columbia. Gateways to be eliminated: 
(1) Points In Columbiana. Cuyahoa. 
Mahoning. Summit, and Trumbull 
Counties. Ohio. (2) Those in Pennsyl¬ 
vania on and west of a line extending 
from the Pennsyhrania-Maryland State 
line north along unnumbered highway 
to York. Pennsylvania, thence along In¬ 
terstate Highway 83 (formerly UB. 
Highway 111) to Harrisburg. Pennsyl¬ 
vania, thence north along Pennsylvania 
Hlghwny 147 (formerly portion Pennsyl¬ 
vania Highway 14) to junction UB. 
High 220 (formerly portion Pennsylvania 
Highway 14). thence along UB. Highway 
220 to Junction U.S. Highway 15 
(formerly portion Pennsylvania Highway 
14), thence along UB. Highway 15 to 
Trout Run. Pennsylvania, thence con¬ 
tinuing along UB. Highway 15 to the 
Pennsylvania-New York State line. (3) 
Those in Brooks. Hancock. Marshall, and 
Ohio Counties, West Virginia. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E238), filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC. P.O. Box 308. 
Monroeville. Pa. 15146. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars, channels, conduit, 
fencing. flooring, joists, lath. mesh, pil¬ 
ing pipe posts, rails, rods, roof bolt mats. 
roofing . sfrfp. structurals. tank parts, 
tubing, and wire in coils. from points in 
Rhode Island, to points in Alabama on 
and west of a line beginning at the 
Tennessee-Alabama State line extend¬ 
ing along UB. Highway 231 to the Junc¬ 
tion of Alabama Highway 79. thence 
along Alabama Highway 79 to the Junc¬ 
tion of UB. Highway 11, thence along 
UB. Highway 11 to the junction of 
Alabama Highway 5. thence along Ala¬ 
bama Highway 5 to the Junction of 
Alabama Highway 219, thence along 
Alabama Highway 219 to the Junction of 
Alabama Highway 41, thence along 
Alabama Highway 41 to the Alabama - 
Florida State line. Gateways to be elim¬ 
inated: (1) Between points to that 
part of Massachusetts on and east of a 
line beginning at the Massachusetts- 
New Hampshire State line and extend¬ 
ing southwardly along UB. Highway 202 
to junction Massachusetts Highway 68 
(at or near Baldwinville. Mass.), thence 
along Massachusetts Highway 68 to 
Junction Massachusetts Highway 56 (at 
or near Hubbards ton. Mass.), thence 
over Massachusetts Highway 56 to Junc¬ 
tion Massachusetts Highway 12 (near 
Rochdale. Mass.), thence along Mas¬ 
sachusetts Highway 12 to Massachusetts - 
Connccticut State line (except points in 
Barnstable. Dukes, and Nantucket 
Counties, Mass.). (2) Points in Mas¬ 
sachusetts on and east of UB. Highway 
5. (3) Greenwich. Connecticut. (4) New 
York. (5) Wheeling, West Virginia. 

No. MC 60014 (8ub-No. E239\ filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING, INC.. P.O. Box 308. 


Monroeville, Pa. 15146. Applicant s repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars, channels, conduit 
fencing, flooring, foists, lath. mesh, pfll 
ing. pipe , posts, rails, rods, roof bolt mats, 
roofing, strip, structurals. tank park, 
tubing, and wire in coils (except com¬ 
modities requiring special equipment , 
from points to Rhode Island on and east 
of a line beginning at Charlestown R£ 
extending along Rhode Island Highway 
2/112 to the Junction of Rhode Island 
Highway 112. thence along Rhode Inland 
Highway 112 to the Junction of Rhode 
Island Highway 3. thence along Rhode 
Island Highway 3 to the Junction of 
Rhode Island Highway 102, thence along 
Rhode Island Highway 102 to the Rhode 
I&land-Ma&sachusetU State line, to 
points to Alabama. Gateways to be 
eliminated: (1) Between points to that 
part of Massachusetts, on and east of a 
line beginning at the Massachusetts- 
New Hampshire State line and extend¬ 
ing southwardly along UB. Highway 202 
to Junction Massachusetts Highway 69 
(at or near Baldwinville, Mass *, thence 
along Massachusetts Highway 68 to 
junction Massachusetts Highway 56 (at 
or near Hubbards ton. Mass.), thence 
over Massachusetts Highway 56 to Junc¬ 
tion Massachusetts Highway 12 (near 
Rochdale. Mass.), thence along Mas- 
sachusetts-Connectlcut State line (ex¬ 
cept points in Barnstable. Dukes, and 
Nantucket Counties. Maas. (2) Points in 
Massachusetts on and east of UB. High¬ 
way 5. (3) Greenwich. Connecticut. *f4) 
New York. (5) Wheeling. West Virginia. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E240), filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 308, Mon¬ 
roeville, Pa. 15146. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Wilson J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars, channels, conduit, 
fencing, flooring, foists, lath, mesh, pit- 
ing. pipe, posts, rails. rods, roof bolt mats, 
roofing . sfrfp, structurals. tank parts , 
tubing, and wire in coils (except com¬ 
modities requiring special equipment > 
from points to Rhode Island to points in 
Tennessee on and west of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Kentucky-Tennessee State 
line extending along Tennessee Highway 
216 to the Junction Tennessee Highway 
52, thence along Tennessee Highway 52 
to the Junction of Tennessee Highway 
136. thence along Tennessee Hlghwny 
136 to the junction of Tennessee Highway 
42, thence along Tennessee Highway 42 
to the Junction of UB. Highway 705, 
thence along Tennessee Highway 705 to 
the Junction of Tennessee Highway 55. 
thence along UB. Highway 705 to 
the Junction of UB. Highway Alt. 41* 
thence along UB. Highway Alt. 41 to the 
junction of UB. Highway 64, thence 
along UB. Highway 64 to the Junction of 
Tennessee Highway 97. thence along 
Tennessee Highway 97 to the Tenncssce- 
Alabama State line. Gateways to be 
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eliminated: (1) Between points In that 
part of Massachusetts, on and east of a 
Une beginning at the Massachusetts-New 
Hampshire State line and extending 
southwardly along UB. Highway 202 to 
junction Massachusetts Highway 68 (at 
or near Baldwlnville. Mass,), thence 
alow; Massachusetts Highway 68*to junc¬ 
tion Massachusetts Highway 56 <at or 
near Hubbardston. Mass.), thence over 
Massachusetts Highway 56 to Junction 
Massachusetts Highway 12 (near Roch¬ 
dale. Mass.), thence along Massachusetts 
Highway 12 to the Ma&sachusetts-Con- 
necticut State line (except points in 
Barnstable. Dukes, and Nantucket Coun¬ 
ties. Mass.) (2) Points in Moss, on and 
east of Highway 5. <3) Greenwich. Con¬ 
necticut. (4) New York. <5> Wheeling 
West Virginia. 

No. MC 60012 i Sub-No. E241). filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

•TRUCKING. INC., P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville, Pa. 15146. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above*. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars . channels. conduit, 
fencing, flooring, joists, lath, mesh, pil¬ 
ing. pipe, posts, rails, rods, roof bolt mats, 
roofing, strip, structural, tank parts, 
tubing, and tcire in coils (except com¬ 
modities requiring special equipment) 
from points in Rhode Island on and east 
of a line beginning at the Massachusetts- 
Rhodc Island State line, extending along 
Rhode Island Highway 24 to the Junc¬ 
tion of Rhode Island Highway 114. thence 
along Rhode Island Highway 114 to the 
Junction of Rhode Island Highway 103, 
thence along Rhode Island Highway 103 
to the junction of U8. Highway 1, thence 
along UjS. Highway 1 to the Junction of 
Rhode Island Highway 146, thence along 
Rhode Island Highway 146 to the Rhode 
Ul&nd-Massachusetts State line, to 
points in Tennessee. Gateways to be 
eliminated: (1) Between points in that 
part of Massachusetts, on and east of a 
line beginning at the Massachusetts-New 
Hampshire State line and extending 
southwardly along UB. Highway 202 to 
junction Massachusetts Highway 68 (at 
or near Baldwlnville. Mass.), thence 
along Massachusetts Highway 68 to junc¬ 
tion Massachusetts Highway 56 (at or 
near Hubbardston. Mass.), thence over 
MiLsMirhusetta Highway 56 to Junction 
Massachusetts Highway 12 <near Roch¬ 
dale, Mass.), thence along Massachu¬ 
setts Highway 12 to the Massachusetts- 
ConnecUcut State line (except points in 
Barnstable. Dukes, and Nantucket Coun¬ 
ties Mass.). <2> Points in Massachusetts, 
on and east of U.8. Highway 5. (3) 
Greenwich* Connecticut. (4) Points in 
New York. (5) Wheeling. West Virginia. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E243>, filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC., P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville, Pa. 15146. Applicant’s represen¬ 
tative: William J. Rorison (same as 
*bove> Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
angles. bar. channels, conduit, fenc¬ 


ing, flooring, joists, lath, mesh, piling, 
pipe, posts, rails, rods, roof bolt mats, 
roofing, strip, structurals, tank parts, 
tubing, and wire in coils (except com¬ 
modities requiring special equipment), 
from points in Rhode Island, on and east 
of a line beginning at the Connecticut- 
Rhode Island State line extending along 
Rhode Island Highway 101 to the Junc¬ 
tion of Rhode Island Highway 102, 
thence along Rhode Island Highway 102 
to the Junction of UB. Highway 6 thence 
along UB. Highway 6 to the Junction of 
Interstate 295. thence along Interstate 
295 to the junction of Rhode Island 
Highway 2, thence along Rhode Island 
Highway 2 to the junction of Rhode 
Island Highway 4. thence along Rhode 
Island Highway 4 to the junction of 
Rhode Island Highway 138. thence along 
Rhode Island Highway 138 to the Rhode 
Island Massachusetts State line, to 
points in Kentucky. Gateways to be elim¬ 
inated: (1) Between points in that part 
of Massachusetts, on and east of a line 
beginning at the Massachusetts-New 
Hampshire State line and extending 
southwardly along UB. Highway 202 to 
junction Massachusetts Highway 68 (at 
or near Baldwlnville. Mass.), thence 
along Massachusetts Highway 68 to 
Junction Massachusetts Highway 56 (at 
or near Hubbardston, Mass.), thence 
over Massachusetts Highway 56 to Junc¬ 
tion Massachusetts Highway 12 (near 
Rochdale. Mass.), thence along Massa¬ 
chusetts Highway 12 to the Massachu- 
setts-Connecticut 8tate line (except 
points in Barnstable, Dukes, and Nan¬ 
tucket Counties. Mass.). (2) Points in 
Massachusetts on and east of U.8. High¬ 
way 5. (3) Greenwich, Connecticut, <4) 
New York. (5) Wheeling. West Virginia. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E244), filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC., P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa. 15146. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars, channels, conduit, 
fencing, flooring, joists, lath. mesh, 
piling, pipe, posts, rails, rods, roof bolt 
mats, roofing, strip, structurals. tank 
parts, tubing and wire in coils, (except 
commodities requiring special equip¬ 
ment) , from points in Massachusetts, to 
points in Alabama on and west of a line 
beginning at the Tennessee-Alabama 
State line, extending along Alabama 
Highway 17 to the junction of UB. 
Highway 43. thence along UB. Highway 
43 to the junction of Alabama Highway 
237. thence along Alabama Highway 237 
to the junction of Alabama Highway 241, 
thence along Alabama Highway 241 to 
tile Junction of Alabama Highway 129. 
thence along Alabama Highway 129 to 
the junction of Alabama Highway 253. 
thence along Alabama Highway 253 to 
the junction of UB. Highway 78. thence 
along UB. Highway 78 to the junction of 
UB. Highway 43. thence along UB. 
Highway 43 to the junction of Alabama 
Highway 96. thence along Alabama 
Highway 96 to the Mississippl-Alabama 


State line; also, between points and 
places in Alabama on and west of a line 
beginning at the Mississippl-Alabama 
State line, extending along Alabama 
Highway 10 to the junction of U.8. High¬ 
way 43, thence along U S. Highway 43 to 
the Junction of National Interstate 
Highway 10. thence along National In¬ 
terstate Highway 10 to the Mississippl- 
Alabama State line and points in Missis¬ 
sippi . 

Gateways to be eliminated: (1) Be¬ 
tween points in th*H part of Massachu¬ 
setts. on and east of a line beginning at 
the Massachusetts-New Hampshire State 
line and extending southwardly along 
UB. Highway 202 to Junction Massachu¬ 
setts Highway 68 (at or near Baldwln¬ 
ville. Mass.), thence along Massachu¬ 
setts Highway 68 to junction Massachu¬ 
setts Highway 56 (at or near Hubbard¬ 
ston. Mass.), thence over Massachusetts 
Highway 12 (near Rochdale, Mass), 
thence along Massachusetts Highway 12 
to the Massachusetts-Connecticut State 
line, (except points in Barnstable, Dukes, 
and Nantucket Counties. Mass ). < 2» 
Greenwich. Conn. (3) Points in New 
York. (4) Wheeling, W. Va. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E245>. filed 
August 28, 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa. 15146. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: William J. Rorison (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars, channels, conduit, 
fencing, flooring, joists, lath, mesh, pil¬ 
ing. pipe, posts, rails, rods, roof bolt mats, 
roofing, strip, structurals. tank parts, 
tubing and wire in coils, (except com¬ 
modities requiring special equipment), 
from points in Massachusetts, to points 
in Kentucky on and west of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Ohio-Kentucky State line 
extending along Kentucky Highway 10 
to the junction of Kentucky Highway 
159. thence along Kentucky Highway 159 
to the Junction of U.8. Highway 27. 
thence along UB. Highway 27 to the 
junction of Kentucky Highway 227. 
thence along Kentucky Highway 227 to 
the junction of Kentucky Highway 627. 
thence along Kentucky Highway 627 to 
the junction of Kentucky Highway 388. 
thence along Kentucky Highway 388 to 
the Junction of UB. Highway 421. thence 
along U S. Highway 421 to the junction 
of Kentucky Highway 290. thoncc along 
Kentucky Highway 290 to the junction 
of Kentucky Highway 30. thence along 
Kentucky Highway 30 to the Junction 
of UB. Highway 25. thence along US. 
Highway 25 to the junction of Kentucky 
Highway 26. thence along Kentucky 
Highway 26 to the Junction of U.8. High¬ 
way 25W. thence along UB. Highway 
25W to the Kentucky-Tennessee State 
line. 

Gateways to be eliminated: 1. Between 
points in that part of Massachusetts, on 
and east of a line bcinning at the Massa¬ 
chusetts-New Hampshire State line and 
extending southwardly along UB. High¬ 
way 202 to junction Massachusetts High¬ 
way 68 (at or near Baldwlnville, Mass.), 
thence along Massachusetts Highway 68 
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to junction Massachusetts Highway 56 
(at or near Hubbard*ton. Mass ), thence 
over Massachusetts Highway 56 to Junc¬ 
tion Massachusetts Highway 12 (near 
Rochdale. Mass.), thence along Massa¬ 
chusetts Highway 12 to the Massachu¬ 
setts-Connecticut State line, (except 
points in Barnstable. Dukes, and Nan¬ 
tucket Counties. Mass.). 2. Greenwich. 
Conn, 3, Points in New York* 4 Wheeling. 
W. Va. 

No. MC 60014 <8ub-No. E246). filed 
August 28, 1976. Applicant: AERO 
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa. 15146. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Rorlson (same as 
above>. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, trarjjportlng: Iron and 
steel ancles, bars , channels, conduit , 
fencing, flooring. joints, lath, mesh, pil- 
ing, pipe, posts. rails, rods, roof bolt mats, 
roofing, strip, structurals . tank parts, 
tubing and wire in coils . (except com¬ 
modities requiring special equipment), 
from points in Massachusetts to points 
in Tennessee on and west of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Kentucky-Tennessee State 
line extending along UB. Highway 314/ 
231 to the Junction of UB. Highway 231. 
thence along U.8. Highway 231 to the 
Junction of US. Highway 41. thence 
along UB. Highway 41 to the Junction 
of Tennessee Highway 55. thence along 
Tennessee Highway 55 to the junction of 
UB. Alternate Highway 41. thenoe along 
UB. Alternate Highway 41 to the junc¬ 
tion of U.S. Highway 64. thence along 
UB. Highway 64 to the junction of Ten¬ 
nessee Highway 97. thence along Tennes¬ 
see Highway 97 to the Tennessee-Ala¬ 
bama State line Gateways to be elimi¬ 
nated: (1) Between points in that part 
of Massachusetts, on and east of a line 
beginning at the Massachusetts-New 
Hampshire State line and extending 
southwardly along UB. Highway 202 to 
Junction Maasaahusetts Highway 68 (at 
or near Baldwinville, Mass.), thence 
along Massachusetts Highway 68 to Junc¬ 
tion Massachusetts Highway 56 (at or 
near Hubbardston, Mass.*, thence over 
Massachusetts Highway 68 to junction 
Massachusetts Highway 56 to Junction 
Massachusetts Highway 12 (near Roch¬ 
dale. Mass.), thence along Massachusetts 
Highway 12 to the Massachusetts-Con- 
nectlcut State line, (except points In 
Barnstable. Dukes, and Nantucket Coun¬ 
ties. Mass'. (2) Greenwich. Conn. (3) 
New York. (4) Wheeling. W. Va. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E247). filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville, Pa. 15146. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Rorlson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars, channels, conduit, 
fencing, flooring. joists, lath, mesh, pil¬ 
ing. pipe, posts, rails, rods . roof bolt mats, 
roofing, strip, structurals, tank parts, 
tubing and wire in coils, (except com¬ 
modities requiring special equipment', 
from points In Massachusetts on and 
east of a line beginning at the Vcrmont- 


Massachusctts State line extending along 
UB. Highway 5 to the Massachusetts - 
Connecticut State line to points in Ten¬ 
nessee. Gateways to be eliminated: (1) 
Between points in that part of Massa¬ 
chusetts. on and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Massachusetts-New Hamp¬ 
shire State line and extending south¬ 
wardly along UB. Highway 202 to Junc¬ 
tion Massachusetts Highway 68 (at or 
near Baldwinville. Mass,), thence along 
Massachusetts Highway 68 to junction 
Massachusetts Highway 56 to junction 
Massachusetts Highway 12 (near Roch¬ 
dale. Mass.), thence along Massachusetts 
Highway 12 to the Massachusetts-Con¬ 
necticut State line, (except pootnta In 
Barnstable. Dukes, and Nantucket Coun¬ 
ties, Mass.). (2) Greenwich. Conn (3) 
Points in New York. <4> Wheeling. 
W. Va. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E248), filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC., P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa. 15146. Applicants repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Rorlson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate a s 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars, channels, conduit, 
fencing, flooring, joists, lath, mesh, pil¬ 
ing. pipe, posts, rails, rods . roof bolt 
mats, roofing, strip, structurals. tank 
parts, tubing and wire in coils, (except 
commodities requiring special equip¬ 
ment). from points in Massachusetts on 
and cast or a line beginning at the 
Vermcmt-Massachusetts State line, ex¬ 
tending along Massachusetts Highway 8 
to the junction of Massachusetts High¬ 
way 116, thence along Massachusetts 
Highway 116 to the Junction of Massa¬ 
chusetts Highway 112 to the Junction 
of UB. Highway 20, thence along UB. 
Highway 20 to the junction of UB. High¬ 
way 202. thence along UB. Highway 202 
to the junction of Massachusetts High¬ 
way 10. thence along Massachusetts 
Highway 10 to Massachusetts-Connecti¬ 
cut State Unc, to points in Kentucky. 
Gateways to be eliminated: (1) Between 
points in that port of Massachusetts, on 
and east of a line beginning at the 
Massachusetts-New Hampshire State 
line and extending southwardly along 
UB. Highway 202 to junction Massa¬ 
chusetts Highway 68 (at or near Bald¬ 
winville. Mass.), thence along Massa¬ 
chusetts Highway 68 to Junction Massa¬ 
chusetts Highway 56 (at or near Hub¬ 
bardston, Mass.). thence over Mossacuh- 
setts Highway 56 to junction Massachu¬ 
setts Highway 12 (near Rochdale. Mass >. 
thence along Massachusetts Highway 12 
to the Massachusetts-Connecticut 8tate 
line, (except points in BAm&table. Dukes, 
and Nantucket Counties. Maas.). (2) 
Greenwich. Conn. (3) Points In New 
York. (4) Wheeling. W. Va. 

No. MC 60014 (8ub-No. E249). filed 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa. 15146. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: William J. Rorlson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Iron 
and steel angles, bars, channels, conduit, 


fencing . flooring , joists, lath, mesh. pQ . 
ing. pipe, posts, rails, rods, roof bolt matt, 
roofing, strip structurals. tank parts tub 
ing and wire tn coils, (except commodi¬ 
ties requiring special equipment*, from 
points in Massachusetts. on and fust 
of a line beginning at the Vcrmont- 
Maasochusetts State ltne attending 
along Massachusetts Highway 8 to the 
junction of Massachusetts Highway lie, 
thence along Massachusetts Highway ni 
to the Junction of Massachusetts High¬ 
way 112, thence along Massachusetts 
Highway 112 to the Junction of US. 
Highway 20, thence along UB. Highway 
20 to the junction of UB. Highway 202, 
thence along UB. Highway 202 to the 
Ma&sachusetts-Connccticut State line, to 
points in Alabama. Gateways to be 
eliminated: (1) Between points in thst 
part of Massachusetts, on and east of 
a line beginning at the Massachu.se Us- 
New Hampshire State line and extend¬ 
ing southwardly along UB. Highway 203 
to junction Massachusetts Highway 08 
(at or near Baldwinville. Maas.), thence 
along Massachusetts Highway 68 to 
junction Massachusetts Highway* 56 i&t 
or near Hubbardston. Mass *, thence 
over Massachusetts Highw ay 56 to Junc¬ 
tion Massachusetts Highway 12 (near 
Rochdale. Mass.),’ thence along Mas¬ 
sachusetts Highway 12 to the Massachu¬ 
setts-Connecticut State line, (except 
points In Barnstable, Dukes, and Nan¬ 
tucket Counties. Mass.). (2) Greenwich, 
Conn. (3) Points in New York* <4) 
Wheeling. W. Va. 

No. MC 60014 (Sub-No. E250), filed 
August 28. 1978. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa* 15146. Applicant s represent¬ 
ative: William J. Rorlson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel angles, bars, channels, conduit, 
fencing, flooring, joists, lath, mesh, pil¬ 
ing. pipe , posts, rails, rods, roof bolt 
mats, roofing, strip, structurals, tank 
parts . tubing and wire in coils, (except 
commodities requiring special equip¬ 
ment) . from points in Vermont, to points 
in Mississippi Gateways to be elimi¬ 
nated: (1) Between points in that part 
of Massachusetts, on and east of a UW 
beginning at the Massachusetts-New 
Hampshire State line and extending 
southwardly along UB. Highway 202 to 
junction Massachusetts Highway 68 
or near Baldwinville. Mass.) thence 
along Massachusetts Highway 68 to 
junction Massachusetts Highway 56 (at 
or near Hubbardston. Mass), thence 
over Massachusetts Highway 56 to Junc¬ 
tion Massachusetts Highway 12 (near 
Rochdale. Mass), thence along Mas¬ 
sachusetts Highway 13 to the Massachu- 
setts-Conncctlcut State line, (except 
points in Barnstable. Dukes, and Nan¬ 
tucket Counties. Mass.). (2) points m 
Massachusetts on and east of UB. High¬ 
way 5. (3) Greenwich. Conn. (4) points 
in New York. (5> Wheeling. W. Va. 

No. MC 66014 (Sub-No. E351>. Wed 
August 28. 1076. Applicant: AEKU 

TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 308. Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa. 15148. Applicant’s represent- 
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^ve William J. Rorison (same os 
»bo\T’ Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier . by motor vehicle, over 
IrttguUir routes, transporting: Iron and 
iteel angles, bars channels, conduit, 
lacing, flooring , joists, lath. mesh, pil- 
tog. pipe, posts. rails, rods, roof bolt 
aab. roofing, strip, structural, tank 
parts, tubing and irire in coils, (except 
commodities requiring special equip¬ 
ment) , from points in Vermont, to points 
and places in Tennessee on and west o t a 
line beginning at the Kentucky-Tennes¬ 
see 8Ute line extending along UB. High¬ 
way 31E/231 to the junction of UB. 
Highway 231, thence along U S. Highway 
231 to the junction of UB. Highway 41. 
thence along UB. Highway 41 to the 
Junction of Tennessee Highway 55. 
thence along Tennessee Highway 55 to 
the Junction of UB. Highway Alternate 
41, thence along UB. Highway Alternate 
41 to the Junction of UB. Highway 64. 
thence along U.S. Highway 64 to the 
junction of Tennessee Highway 97. 
thence along Tennessee Highway 97 to 
the Tennessee-Alabama State line. Gate¬ 
ways to be eliminated: (1) Points in that 
part of Massachusetts, on and east of a 
line beginning at the Massachusetts-New 
Hampshire State line and extending 
•oathwardly along U5. Highway 202 to 
Junction Massachusetts Highway 68 (at 
or near Balwlnville. Mass.), thence 
along Massachusetts Highway 68 to 
Junction Massachusetts Highway 56 (at 
or near Hubbards ton. Mass.), thence 
over Massachusetts Highway 56 to junc¬ 
tion Massachusetts Highway 12 (near 
Rochdale, Mass.), thence along Massa¬ 
chusetts Highway 12 to the Massachu¬ 
setts-Connecticut State line, (except 
points in Barnstable. Dukes, and Nan¬ 
tucket Counties. Maas.) (2) points in 
Massachusetts on and east of UJ3. High¬ 
way 5, <3) areenwlch. Conn. (4> points 
hi Nr* York. <5> Wheeling, W. Va. 

No. MC 60016 (Sub-No. E252), Hied 
August 28. 1976. Applicant: AERO 

TRUCKING. INC.. P.O. Box 308, Mon¬ 
roeville. Pa. 15146. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: William J. Rorison (same as 
*hove *. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier. by motor vehicle, over 
Ittegular routes, transporting: Iron and 
iUel angles, bars, channels, conduit, 
fencing, flooring, joists, lath. mesh, pil- 
tof. pipe, posts, rails, rods, roof bolt mats, 
noflng, strip structurals, tank parts. 
■W*0 and wire in coils, (except com¬ 
modities requiring special commodities), 
from points and places In Vermont on 
*nd north of a line beginning at the New 
York-Vermont 8tatc line extending along 
Highway 4 to the Vermont-New 
Hampshire State line, to points and 
J?**** in Tennessee on and west of a 
ginning at the Kentucky-Tonnes- 
*** 8tate line extending along U.8. High¬ 
ly 127 to the Tennessee-Georgia State 
Gftt ^vay» to be eliminated: (!) 
PotoU In that part of Massachusetts, on 
*nd east of a line beginning at the Mas- 
ttrtnisetts-Now Hampshire 8tate line 
extending southwardly along US. 
Hfchway 202 to Junction Massachusetts 
Highway 68 (at or near Bald win ville. 


Mass.), thence along Massachusetts 
Highway 68 to Junction Massachusetts 
Highway 56 (at or near Hubbardston. 
Mass.). thence over Massachusetts High¬ 
way 56 to Junction Massachusetts High¬ 
way 12 (near Rochdale. Mass.), thence 
along Massachusetts Highway 12 to the 
Massachusetts-Connecticut State line, 
(except points in Barnstable. Dukes, and 
Nantucket Counties. Mass.). (2) points 
in Massachusetts on and east of UB. 
Highway 5; (3) Greenwich. Conn.; (4) 
points in New York; (5) Wheeling. West 
Virginia. 

No. MC 107064 < Sub-No. E441), filed 
December 19. 1975. Applicant: 8TEERE 
TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 2998. Dal¬ 
las. Tex. 75221. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive:^ L. Rice. Jr., P.D. Box 2998, Dal¬ 
las. Tex. 75221. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over Irregular routes, transporting: 
Fertilizer solutions and liquid fertilizer 
ingredients, in bulk, in tank vehicles 
from points in Colorado to points in 
Mississippi on and south of a line com¬ 
mencing at the Arkansas-Misstwlppl 
State Line and extending along U.8. 
Highway 82 to the Misstsslppl-Atabama 
8tate Line, restricted against the trans¬ 
portation of chemicals. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
plant site of Occidental Chemical Com¬ 
pany in Hale County. Tex. 

No. MC 107064 (Sub-No. E442). filed 
December 19. 1975. Applicant: STEERE 
TANK LINES. INC.. P.O. Box 2998, Dal¬ 
las. Tex. 75221. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: H. L. Rice. Jr.. P.O. Box 2998, DtU- 
las, Tex. 75221. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over Irregular routes, transporting: 
Fertilizer solutions and liquid fertilizer 
ingredients, in bulk, in tank vehicles 
from points in Wyoming to points in 
8outh Carolina on and south of a line 
commencing at the Georgia-South Caro¬ 
lina State Line and extending along UB. 
Highway 378 to Conway, thence along 
U.8. Highway 701 to the South Carolina- 
North Carolina State Line. The purpose 
of this filing Is to eliminate the gateway 
of plant site of Occidental Chemical 
Company, Hale County. Tex. 

No. MC 107064 <8ub-No. E443), filed 
December 19. 1975. Applicant: STEERE 
TANK LINES, INC.. P.O. Box 2998. Dal¬ 
las. Tex. 7522 L Applicant’s representa- 
Uve: H. L. Rice. Jr. P.O. Box 2998. Dal¬ 
las. Tex. 75221. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
Fertilizer and fertilizer ingredients (ex¬ 
cept liquid sulphur and petroleum prod¬ 
ucts) from points in Illinois on and 
south of Illinois State Highway 2 to 
points in New Mexico on, south and west 
of a line beginning at the Colorado-New 
Mexico State Line and extending along 
UB. Highway 84 to its intersection with 
UB. Highway 66, thence along UB. 
Highway 66 to the New Mcxico-Texaa 
State Line, restricted against the trans¬ 
portation of chemicals. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of plant site of Occidental Chemical 
Company In Hale County, Texas. 


No. MC 107064 (Sub-No. E4 44>, file d 
December 19. 1975. Applicant: STEERE 
TANK LINE. INC.. P.O. Box 2998, Dal¬ 
las, Tex. 75221. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: H. L. Rice. Jr.. P.O. Box 2998. Dal¬ 
las. Tex. 75221. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
Fertilizer and fertilizer ingredients (ex¬ 
cept liquid sulphur and petroleum prod¬ 
ucts) from pom is m Missouri on and 
south of Interstate Highway 70 to points 
in New Mexico in and south of Valencia, 
Torrance. Lincoln. Dc Baca and Roose¬ 
velt Counties. N. Mex., restricted against 
the transportation of chemicals. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of plant site of Occidental 
Chemical Company. Hale County, Texas. 

No. MC 107064 (Sub-No. E4 45), file d 
December 19. 1975. Applicant: STEERE 
TANK LINE. INC. P.O. Box 2998. Dallas. 
Tex. 75221. Applicant's representative: 
H. L Rice, Jr.. P.O. Box 2998, Dallas, 
Tex. 75221. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Fer¬ 
tilizer and fertilizer ingredients (except 
liquid sulphur and petroleum products) 
from points in Kentucky to points in 
New Mexico on. south and west of a line 
beginning at the Colorado-New Mexico 
State Line and extending along UB. 
Highway 84 to Its intersection with UB. 
Highway, thence along UB. Highway 
66 to the New Mexico-Texns 8tatc Line, 
restricted against the transportation of 
chemicals. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of plant site 
of Occidental Chemical Company. Hale 
County. Tex. 

NO. MC 107064 < Sub-No. E44 6), fi led 
December 19. 1975. Applicant: STEERE 
TANK LINE, INC . P.O. Box 2998, Dallas, 
Tex. 75221. Applicant's representative: 
H. L. Rice. Jr., P.O. Box 2998. Dallas, 
Tex. 75221. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier. by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Fer¬ 
tilizer and fertilizer ingredients (except 
liquid sulphur and petroleum products) 
from point* in that part of Alabama on, 
south and east of a line commencing at 
the Mississippi-Alabama State Line and 
extending along UB. Highway 11 to Bir¬ 
mingham. Ala., thence along Interstate 
Highway 65 to the Alabama-Tennessee 
State Line to points in Wyoming, re¬ 
stricted against the transportation of 
chemicals The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of plant site of 
Occidental Chemical Company in Hale 
County, Texas. 

No. MC 107064 <Sub-No. E447>. filed 
December 19. 1975. Applicant: STEERE 
TANK LINES, INC., P.O, Box 2998. 
Dallas, Tex. 75221. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: H. L. Rice. Jr. P O. Box 2998, 
Dallas, Tex. 75221. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier. by motor 
vehicle over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Fertilizer and fertilizer ingredents 
(except liquid sulphur and petroleum 
products) from points in Georgia on and 
south of a line commencing at the Ala- 
bama-Georgia State Line and extending 
along UB. Highway 78 to Atlanta. Ga . 
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thence along Interstate Highway 20 to 
the Georgia-South Carolina State line to 
points in Wyoming, restricted against the 
transportation of chemicals. The purpose 
of this hling Is to eliminate the gateway 
of plant site of Occidental Chemical 
Company in Hale County. Tex. 

No. MC 107064 < Sub-No, E448>, tiled 
December 10. 1975. Applicant: STEERE 
TANK LINES. INC.. P.O Box 2998. 
Dallas. Tex. 75221. Applicant's represent¬ 
ative: H. L. Rice. Jr.. P.O. Box 2998. 
Dallas. Tex. 75221. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Dry fertilizer, in bags, from points 
in Kansas to points in Arizona in and 
south of Yuma. Maricopa. Gila, Graham 
and Greenlee Counties. Ariz., restricted 
against the transportation of chemicals. 
The purpose of this tiling is to eliminate 
the gateway of plant site of Occidental 
Chemical Company in Hale County. 
Texas. 

No. MC 107064 (Sub-No. E449). filed 
December 19. 1975. Applicant: STEERE 
TANK LINES. INC.. P.O. Box 2998. Dal¬ 
las. Tex. 75221. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: H. L. Rice, Jr.. P.O. Box 2998. Dal¬ 
las. Tex. 75221. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier . by motor vehi¬ 
cle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Fertilizer and fertilizer ingredients (ex¬ 
cept petroleum products and potash) 
from points in Parmer. Castro. Swisher. 
Briscoe. Hall. Bailey. Lamb. Hale. Floyd. 
Motley. Cochran. Hockley. Lubbock. 
Crosby. Dickens. Yoakum. Terry. Lynn. 
Garza, and Kent Counties, Tex., and 
points on and west of U.8. Highway 83 
in Childress. Cottle. King, and Stonewall 
Counties. Tex., to points In Minnesota. 
The purpose of this tiling is to eliminate 
the gateway of plant site of Occidental 
Chemical Company In Hale County. 
Texas. 

No. MC 107064 (Sub-No. E460), filed 
December 19. 1975. Applicant: STEERE 
TANK LINE. INC.. P.O. Box 2998. Dal¬ 
las, Tex. 75221. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: H. L. Rice. Jr.. P.O, Box 2998. Dal¬ 
las. Tex. 75221. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor vehi¬ 
cle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Fertilizer and fertilizer ingredients (ex¬ 
cept liquid sulphur and petroleum pro¬ 
ducts) from points In Alabama on and 
south of a line commencing at the Mis¬ 
sissippi-Alabama State Line and extend¬ 
ing along U S. Highway 82 to Tuscaloosa. 
Ala., thence along U.S. Highway 11 to the 
Alabama-Georgia State Line to points 
in Colorado, restricted to the transporta¬ 
tion of chemicals. The purpose of this 
tiling is to eliminate the gateway of 
plant site of Occidental Chemical Com¬ 
pany in Hale County. Tex. 

No. MC 112070 (Sub-No. EI26), filed 
June 4.1974. Applicant: GRAY MOVING 
k STORAGE. INC., 1290 South Pearl. 
Denver, Colo. 80210. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: D. R. Gray (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Household goods, 
as defined by the Commission, between 


points In Minnesota, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Masachu- 
setta and New Jersey. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
points in Illinois and Easton, Pa., and 
points in Pennsylvania within 15 miles, 
thereof. 

No. MC 112070 <Sub-No. E127), filed 
June 4.1974. Applicant: GRAY MOVING 
k STORAGE, INC., 1290 8outh Pearl. 
Denver, Colo. 80210. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: D. R. Gray (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Housesold goods , 
os defined by the Commission, (a) Be¬ 
tween points in Massachusetts, on the 
one hand. and. on the other, points In 
Colorado. Kansas and Nebraska. <b> Be¬ 
tween points in Massachusetts, on the 
one hand, and. on the other, points in 
Oklahoma, (c) Between points In Massa¬ 
chusetts. on the one hand, and, on the 
other, those points in Arkansas on and 
west of a line beginning at the Arkan&as- 
Missouri State line, and extending along 
U.8. Highway 65. to Junction UB. High¬ 
way 79, to Junction UB. Highway 82, 
thence along UB. Highway 82, to the 
Arkansas-Texas State line. <d) Between 
points in Massachusetts, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Illi¬ 
nois and Missouri. The purpose of this fil¬ 
ing is to eliminate the gateways of 
Easton. Pa., and points In Pennsylvania 
within 15 miles thereof, and points in 
Illinois. Iowa and Missouri. 

No. MC 112304 (Sub-No. E86). filed 
October 15. 1976. Applicant: ACE 

DORAN HAULING k RIGGING CO„ 
1601 Blue Rock. Cincinnati. Ohio 45223. 
Applicant's representative: A. Charles 
Tell. Suite 1800. 100 E. Broad St.. Co¬ 
lumbus, Ohio 43215. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Aluminum and aluminum articles 
which by reason of size or weight require 
the use of special equipment, from points 
in Kentucky, on. east and north of a line 
beginning at the Kentucky-Indiana state 
line and extending along UB. Highway 
41 to Junction U.8. Highway Alt. 41, 
thence south along UB. Highway Alt. 41 
to Western Kentucky Parkway to U.S. 
Highway 31W. north along U.S. High¬ 
way 31W to West Point on the Ohio 
River, to points in Virginia on, south, 
and east of a line beginning at the Vir- 
glnla-Dlatrict of Columbia state line and 
extending along U.S. Highway 29 to Junc¬ 
tion U.8. Highway CO. thence along UB. 
Highway 60 to the Virginia-West Vir¬ 
ginia state line and points on and east of 
a line beginning at the Vir8inia-Ken- 
tucky state line and extending along 
U.S. Highway 23 to the Vlrginla-Tcn- 
nessec state line. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of the 
facilities of Consolidated Aluminum 
Corporation at or near Carrollton, Ky, 

No. MC 112304 (Sub-No. E94>, filed 
October 15, 1976. Applicant: ACE 

DORAN HAULING k RIGGING CO.. 
1601 Blue Rock. Cincinnati. Ohio 45223. 
Applicant's representative: A Charles 


Tell. Suite 1800. 100 E. Broad St Cb. 
lumbus, Ohio 43215. Authority sought la 
operate as a common carrier, by n wig 
vehicle, over irregular routes. tr:in. pon. 
lng: Aluminum and aluminum rttda 
which by reason of size or weight refill!! 
the use of special equipment, from jx>inti 
in Kentucky on. east, and north of a 
beginning at the Kentucky-Indinim&te 
line and extending along UB. Higfenj 
41 to Junction U.8. Highway Alt n\ 
thence south along U.8. Highway a;: ,:l 
to Junction Western Kentucky Parkvul 
thence east along Western KcjiUiclrl 
Parkway to Junction UB. Highway 3!W I 
thence north along U.S. Highway 3IWD 
West Point on the Ohio River, to point* 
in South Carolina on. east, and noitlid 
a line beginning at the 8outh Carolina- 
North Carolina state line and extendi^ 
along UB. Highway 321 to Junction UB. 
Highway 76-378. thence along U.S High¬ 
way 76-378 to Junction U.S. HiKhwayBll 
thence along U.S. Highwa> .1 I 
Georgetown. TTie purpose of this Altai 
Is to eliminate the gateway of the fa¬ 
cilities of Consolidated Aluminum Ccc- 
por&tion at or near Carrollton. Ky. 

No. MC 112304 (Sub-No. E95 , fllrf 
October 15, 1976. Applicant: A Cl 

DORAN HAULING k RIGGING CO 
1601 Blue Rock, Cincinnati, Ohio 4520. 
Applicant's representative: A. Charts 
Tell, Suite 1800. 100 E. Broad St.. Co¬ 
lumbus. Ohio 43215. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Aluminum and aluminum article* 
which by reason of size or weight require 
the use of special equipment, from point# 
In Kentucky on. east, and north of a Uce 
beginning at the Kentucky-IndianA suic 
line and extending along U.S. Highway 41 
to junction U.8. Highway Alt. 41. then« 
south along UB. Highway Alt 41 to junc¬ 
tion Western Kentucky Parkway, thence 
cast along Western Kentucky Parkway 
to Junction UB. Highway 31W thence 
north along UB. Highway 31W to Weal 
Point on the Ohio River, to points to 
North Carolina on and east of a line be- 
boginning at the North Carol urn-Ten¬ 
nessee state line and extending ato# 
UB. Highway 321 to the North Carolina- 
South Carolina state line. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway'« 
the facilities of Consolidated Aluminum 
Corporation at or near Carrollton. Ky 

No. MC 112304 (Sub-No. E109 flW 
October 15. 1976. Applicant: AO 

DORAN HAULING h RIGGING CC 
1601 Blue Rock. Cincinnati. Ohio 
Applicant's representative: A 
Tell, Suite 1860. 100 E. Broad St Co¬ 
lumbus. Ohio 43215. Authority sou**"* 
operate as a common carrier, by mow* 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport* 
lng: Aluminum and aluminum article* 
which by reason of size or weight require 
the use of special equipment, from 
in Illinois on and cast of n line boon# 0 
at the Mississippi River on the 
Missouri State line and extending 
Interstate Highway 270 to Junction in¬ 
terstate Highway 70, thence along lmj‘* 
state Highway 70 to Junction UB ’ 
way 45, thence along UB. Highw ay 4^ 
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hmctton Illinois Highway 15. thence 
along Illinois Highway 15 to junction 
Illinois Highway 155, thence along 1111- 
Highway 158 to Junction Illinois 
Hi^lirsy 3 to Junction U.S. Highway 50 
I bypass to the Mississippi River on the 
HUnob-Missouri State line, to points in 
York. The purpose of this filing is 
jo eliminate the gateway of the facilities 
of consolidated Aluminum Corporation 
at or near Carrollton. Ky. 

Ko MC 112304 (Sub-No. BllO). filed 
October 15. 1976. Applicant: ACE DO- 
| RAN HAULING It RIOOTNO CO . 1601 
| Bhw Rock. Cincinnati, Ohio 45223. Ap¬ 
plicant** representative: A Charles Tdl. 
Suite 1600. 100 E. Brood St., Columbus. 
Ohio 43215. Authority sought to operate 
u a common carrier. by motor vehicle, 
i ortr irregular routes, transporting: 

1 Atminum and aluminum article a. which 
br reason of size or weight require the 
uc of special equipment, from points in 
nUnois on and east of a line bounded at 
Uie Mississippi River on the Illinols-Mia- 
wurl State line and extending along In¬ 
terstate Highway 270 to Junction Inter¬ 
state Highway 70. thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 70 to Junction U.8. High¬ 
way 45, tlience along U.S. Highway 45 to 
Junction Illinois Highway 15, thence 
•long Illinois Highway 15 to Junction Il¬ 
linois Highway 158. thence along Illi¬ 
nois Highway 158 to Junction Illinois 
Highway 3, thence along Illinois High¬ 
ly 3 to Junction U S. Highway 50 by¬ 
pass to the Mississippi River on the Illi- 
n&ls-MLssouri State line, to points in New 
Jersey The purpose of this filing is to 
dbniriAtc the gateway of the facilities of 
Consolidated Aluminum Corporation at 
or near Carrollton, Ky. 

No. MC 112304 (Sub-No. Elll), filed 
October 15. 1976. Applicant: ACE DO¬ 
RAN HAULINO L RIGGING CO.. 1601 
Blue Rock. Cincinnati, Ohio 45223. Ap- 
Wfcint s representative: A. Charles Tell, 
1800. 100 E. Broad St.. Columbus. 
43215. Authority sought to operate 
41 a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
wer irregular routes, transporting: 
jwtf&inum and aluminum articles, which 
by reason of size or weight require the 
Jjf of special equipment, from points in 
Illinois on and east of a line bounded at 
Mississippi River on the Illinois-Mis- 
J«irl State line and extending along In¬ 
state Highway 270. to Junction Intcr- 
rtate Highway 70, thence along Inter- 
«ate Highway 70 to junction U.S. High- 
45. thence along U8. Highway 45 to 
Illinois Highway 15. thence 
jwog Illinois Highway 15 to junction II- 
Highway 158. thence along nil- 
"JB Highway 158 to JuncUon Illinois 
3, thence along Illinois High¬ 
ly 3 to Junction U.S. Highway 50 by- 
lo the Mississippi River on the 1111- 
yw-Mlssouri state line, to points In 
The purpose of this filing Is to 
the & aU?wl| y of the facilities of 
J«sondated Aluminum Corporation at 
* a<*r Carrollton. Ky. 

Jf°- Mc H3855 (Sub-No. B387> (Par- 
r? correction), filed July 2. 1878. pub- 
bi the FtonuL Rigistxi issue of 
^rfl 21, 1877, and republished, as cor¬ 


rected. this issue. Applicant: INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL TRANSPORT, INC.. 2450 
Marion Rd. 8.E„ Rochester. Minn. 55901. 
Applicant's representative: Michael K. 
Miner, 502 First Natl Bank Bldg.. Fargo, 
N. Dak. 58102. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irrcgqlar routes, transport¬ 
ing: Metal and metal articles. <B> be¬ 
tween points In Kansas on, west and 
north of a line beginning at the Kansas- 
Nebraska State line and extending along 
UJ3. Highway 281 to JuncUon UB. High¬ 
way 40. to Junction UB. Highway 283. to 
JuncUon Kansas Highway 96, to the 
Kansas-Colorado State line, on the one 
hand. and. on the other, points in Ohio 
south of a line beginning at the Indiana- 
Ohio State line and extending along U.8. 
Highway 6 to JuncUon U-S. Highway 20, 
to JuncUon U8. Highway 13. to JuncUon 
U.8. Highway 224 to the Ohio-Pennsyl¬ 
vania SUitc line. The purpose nf this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
South Dakota. 

Nor* —The purpose of this partial cor¬ 
rection Is to correct the territorial descrip¬ 
tion. The remainder of the letter-notice re- 
meins ss previously published. 

No. MC 113855 <8ub-No. E435). filed 
July 19. 1976. Applicant: INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL TRANSPORT. INC.. 2450 Mar¬ 
lon Rd. SB.. Rochester. Minn. 55901. 
Applicant's representative: Michael E. 
Miller. 502 First Nat l Bank Bldg., Far¬ 
go. N. Dak. 58102. Auhority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Metal and Metal articles . (a> be¬ 
tween points in Nebraska on and north 
of a line beginning at the Wyomlng- 
Ncbraska State line, thence along UB. 
Highway 26 to JuncUon UB. Highway 
385, thence northerly along UB. High¬ 
way 385 to junction Nebraska Highway 
2. thence easterly along Nebraska High¬ 
way 2 to JuncUon Nebraska Highway 91. 
thence easterly along Nebraska Highway 
91 to junction US. Highway 81. thence 
northerly along UB. Highway 81 to 
junction Nebraska Highway 35. thence 
northeasterly along Nebraska Highway 
35 to JuncUon UB. Highway 77. thence 
northerly along UB. Highway 77 to the 
Nebraska-Iowa State line, on the one 
hand. and. on the other, points in Mis¬ 
souri: lb) between points in Nebraska 
south of the line described in <a> above 
and west of Nebraska Highway 14. on 
the one hand. and. on the other, points 
in Missouri on and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Illlnois-Missourl State line, 
at or near Hannibal, thence westerly on 
UB. Highway 36 to JuncUon UB. High¬ 
way 61. thence southerly on UB. High¬ 
way 61 to JuncUon Missouri Highway 19. 
thence southerly on Missouri Highway 
19 to the Missouri-Arkansas State line: 
(c) between points in Wisconsin, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Nebraska. 

cd) Between points in Nebraska on 
and north of a line beginning at the 
Colorado-Nebraska 8tate line at the 
point it is Intersected by Interstate High¬ 
way 80S, thence northeasterly along In¬ 
terstate Highway 80S to JuncUon Inter¬ 


state Highway 80, thence easterly along 
Interstate Highway 80 to junction UB. 
Highway 183. thence northerly along 
UB. Highway 183 to JuncUon Nebraska 
Highway 91. thence cnsterly along Ne¬ 
braska Highway 91 to JuncUon U.S. 
Highway 77. thence northerly to the 
Nebraska-Iowa State line, on the one 
hand. and. on the other, points in Illi¬ 
nois: (e) between points in Nebraska 
south of the line described In (d) above 
and on and west of Nebraska Highway 
14. on the one hand, and, on the other 
points In Illinois on and north of UB. 
Highway 50; (f) between points in Ne¬ 
braska east of a line beginning at the 
Intersection of the Nebraska-Iowa State 
line and UB. Highway 77. thence south¬ 
erly along UB. Highway 77 to JuncUon 
Nebraska Highway 91, thence westerly 
along Nebraska Highway 91 to JuncUon 
Nebraska Highway 14. thence southerly 
along Nebraska Highway 14 to JuncUon 
UB. Highway 6. thence northeasterly 
along UB. Highway 6 to the Nebraska- 
Iowa State line, on the one hand. and. on 
the other, points in Lake and Cook 
Counties. Ill. 

(g) Between points in Nebraska (ex¬ 
cept points south of UB. Highway 6 and 
east of UB. Highway 81, not Including 
points on the named highways), on the 
one hand, and. on the other, points in 
Indiana on and east of a line beginning 
at the intersection of Interstate High¬ 
way 90 and the Illinois-Indiana State 
line, thence southeasterly to JuncUon 
Interstate Highway 65, thence south¬ 
easterly along Interstate Highway 65 to 
junction Indiana Highway 46. thence 
along Indiana Highway 46 to Junction 
Indiana Highway 7. thence southeasterly 
along Indiana Highway 7 to the Indiana- 
KcnUicky State line at or near Madison. 
I1L; (h) between points in Nebraska 
(except points south of a line beginning 
at the Nebraska-Coiorado State line, 
easterly along U S. Highway 34 to Junc¬ 
tion Nebraska Highway 14. thence north¬ 
erly along Nebraska Highway 14 to 
junction UB. Highway 30. thence east¬ 
erly along UB. Highway 30 to JuncUon 
UB. Highway 77. thence northerly along 
US Highway 77 to the Iowa-Nebraska 
State line, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Indiana south of the line 
described In (g) above; and <i) between 
points in Nebraska, on the one hand, 
and on the other, points In Michigan. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of points In South Dakota. 

No. MC 113855 (Sub-No. E441). filed 
July 19. 1976. Applicant: INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL TRANSPORT. INC., 2450 Mar¬ 
lon Rd. SE.. Rochester, Minn. 55901. 
Applicant's representative: Michael E. 
Miller. 502 First Natl Bank Bldg., Fargo. 
N. Dak. 58102. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier. by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Metal and Metal articles (a) be¬ 
tween points In Colorado, on the one 
hand, and, on the other. (1) points in 
West Virginia, points In Indiana on and 
north of Interstate Highway 74. <2> 
points In Kentucky in and east of Ma¬ 
son. Fleming. Bath. Menifee. Breathitt. 
Knott and Letcher CounUes (South Da- 
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kola, Davenport, Iowa, and Elgin. Ill.)* 
<b> (1) Between points In Colorado, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in New York on and east of UB. High¬ 
way 15, points in Maryland on and east 
of Interstate Highway 81, points In Vir¬ 
ginia on, north and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Virginia-West Virginia State 
line and extending along U.S. Highway 
33 to junction U.S. Highway 301, to the 
Virginia-North Carolina Stole line, 
points in North Carolina State line, 
points in North Carolina In and east of 
Hertford. Bertie. Beaufort and Pemlico 
Counties, and the District of Columbia. 

(2) Between points In Colorado (ex- 
ccpt Logan. Sedgwick, Phillips, Wash¬ 
ington. Yuma, Lincoln. Kit Carson. 
Cheyenne, Kiowa. Prowers. Bent, and 
Baca Counties), on the one hand, and 
on the other, points in New York, west 
of UJ3. Highway 15 and on and east of 
a line beginning at Lake Ontario and 
extending along New York Highway 98 
to Junction New York Highway 63, 
thence along New York Highway 63 to 
junction New York Highway 19. thence 
along New York Highway 19 to the New 
York-Pennsylvanla State line ♦South 
Dakota and points In Pennsylvania on 
and east of a line beginning at the Mary¬ 
land-Pennsylvania State line and ex¬ 
tending along unnumbered highway to 
Junction Business U.S. Highway 15, near 
Falrplay, to Junction U.S. Highway 15, to 
Junction unnumbered highway through 
Clear Spring to junction U.S. Highway 
15 to the Pennsylvania-New York State 
line (except points In Berks, Bucks. Ches¬ 
ter, Delaware. Montgomery, and Phila¬ 
delphia Counties. Pa., and points In 
Pennsylvania on and east of the above 
described lines in Adams. York. Cumber¬ 
land. Perry, Dauphin, Lebanon, and Lan¬ 
caster Counties, Pennsylvania and points 
In Pennsylvania cm and east of U.8. 
Highway 15 and north of the East Branch 
of the Susquehanna River in Tioga. 
Bradford. Lycoming. Sullivan. Union. 
Snyder, Northumberland. Montour, and 
Columbia Counties. Pennsylvania* f (c) 
between points in Colorado on and north 
of a line beginning at the Coiorado- 
Kansas State line and extending along 
U.8. Highway 36 to Junction UB. High¬ 
way 6. to the Colorado-Utoh State line, 
on the one hand. and. on the other, 
points in Indiana south of Interstate 
Highway 74 and on. north and east of a 
line beginning at the Indiana-Illinois 
State line and extending along Inter¬ 
state Highway 70 to Junction Indiana 
Highway 46. to Junction Interstate High¬ 
way 65. to the Indiana-Kentucky State 
line: and points in Kentucky on and east 
of Kentucky Highway 61 (South Dakota. 
Davenport, Iowa, and Elgin. Ill.).* The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gatesways Indicated by asterisks above. 

NO. MC 113855 (Sub-No E442>. filed 
July 19. 1976. Applicant: INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL TRANSPORT. INC., 2450 
Marion Road SE. f Rochester. Minn. 
55901. Applicant's representative: Mi¬ 
chael E. Miller, 502 First National Bank 
Building. Fargo, N. Dak. 58102. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier. 
by motor vehicle over Irregular routes. 


transporting: A fetal and mclal article* 
(1) between points In Iowa on and west 
of UB. Highway 71, on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points In New Jersey 
and Delaware: and (2) between points 
in Iowa on and west of U.S. Highway 50. 
on tile one hand, and. on the other, points 
in Washington. D.C. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateways of 
points in South Dakota and points in 
Pennsylvania on and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Maryland-Pennsylvania 
State line and extending along unnum¬ 
bered highway (formerly portion UB. 
Highway 15) to junction Business U.S. 
Highway 15 near Fairpiay, Pa., thence 
along Business U.S. Highway 15 through 
Gettysburg, Pa., to junction UB. High¬ 
way 15. thence along U.S, Highway 15 to 
Junction unnumbered highway (formerly 
portion UB. Highway 15). thence along 
unnumbered highway through Clear 
Spring, Pa., to Junction UB. Highway 15. 
thence along UB. Highway 15 to the 
Pennsylvania-New York State line (ex¬ 
cept points In Berks, Bucks. Chester, 
Delaware. Montgomery, and Philadel¬ 
phia Counties. Pa., and points in Penn¬ 
sylvania on and east of the above-de¬ 
scribed line in Adams. York, Cumberland. 
Perry. Dauphin. Lebanon, and Lancaster 
Counties. Pa., and points in Pennsylvania 
on and east of U.8. Highway 15 and 
north of the East Branch of the Susque¬ 
hanna River in Tioga. Bradford. Lycom¬ 
ing. Sullivan. Union. Snyder. Northum¬ 
berland, Montour. and Columbia 
Counties. Pa.), 

No. MC-113855 < Sub-No. E446*. filed 
Julv 19, 1976. Applicant: INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL TRANSPORT, INC.. 2450 
Marion Road SE.. Rochester. Minn. 
55901. Applicant's representative: Mi¬ 
chael E. Miller, 502 First National Bank 
Building. Fargo, N. Dak. 58102. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Metal and metal 
articles . <A) (1) from points In Wash¬ 
ington on and west of U.8. Highway 97 
to points in Mississippi. <2> from points 
in Washington east of U S. Highway 97 
to points in Mississippi on and south of 
UB. Highway 80. and (3) from points 
in Washington on and west of Interstate 
Highway 5 to points in Tennessee on and 
south of UB. Highway 64: tB> <1> from 
points in Oregon to points in Mississippi, 
and (2) from points in Oregon on and 
west of U.8. Highway 97 to points in 
Tennessee; tC> (1> from points in Idaho 
on and south of Interstate Highway 80N 
to points in Mississippi on and south of 
Interstate Highway 20. and (2) from 
points in Boundary County, Idaho, to 
points In Mississippi on and south of 
UB. Highway 84; and <D> (1) between 
points in Nevada on. west, and south of 
a line beginning at the Nevada-Oregon 
State Line and extending along Nevada 
Highway 51 to junction U.8. Highway 
50, thence along UB. Highway 50 to the 
Utah-Nevada State Line, on the one 
hand, and. on the other, points in Ten¬ 
nessee. and (2) between points in Ne¬ 
vada east and north of the line de¬ 
scribed in (1) above, on the one hand, 
and. on the other points in Tennessee on 


and south of UB. Highway 64 The pu.%1 
pose of this filing is to eliminate u.el 
gateway of California. 

No. MC 113855 (Sub-No. E 45 f)i .p^.l 
tial Correction), filed July 19, 1976. pafcwl 
lished in the Fkdkbal Register Kstieojl 
April 21, 1977. and republished, as cor¬ 
rected. this issue. Applicant: INTER.I 
NATIONAL TRANSPORT. INC.. 243|| 
Marlon Rd. SE.. Rochester. Minn 5590: I 
Applicant's representative: Michael £1 
Miller, 502 First Nat’l Bank Bldg. FaiuJ 
N. Dak. 58102. Authority sought to oper-| 
ate as a common carrier , by motor vehJ- ] 
cle, over irregular routes, transporting 
Metal and Metal articles, (a> <i) between 
points in North Dakota, on the one hand 
and. on the other, points in New in and 
east of Monroe, Livingston, and Steuben 
Counties, points in Maryland < except in 
and west of Frederick County), point! 
In Virginia on and east of U S. Highiv 
301, and points in North Carolina to 
and east of Hartford. Bertie. Martin. 
Beaufort, and Pamlico Countie* • • * 
<b) between points in South Dakota on 
the one hand, and. on the other potato 
in New York on and east of Higlmj 
15, points in Maryland (except Garrett 
County). the District of Columbia potnti 
in North Carolina on and east of a line 
beginning at the Virginia-North Coro-j 
lina State line and extending along North 
Carolina Highway 87 to Junction U5 
Highway 301, thence along U.8. Highwv' 
301 to the North Carolina-South Caro¬ 
lina State line, and points in Virginia 
east of Alleghany. Rockbridge. Bedford, 
and Pittsylvania Counties (points in 
Pennsylvania on and east of a line be¬ 
ginning at the Maryland-Pennsylviml* 
State line and extending along unnum¬ 
bered highway (formerly portion 0-8 
Highway 15), to junction Business U& 
Highway 15, near Fairpiay to junction 
U S. Highway 15. thence along U-8 
Highway 15 at Junction unnumbered 
highway (formerly portion UB. Highway 
15), through Clear 8pring to junction 
UB. Highway 15. thence along U* 
Highway 15 to the Pennsylviinio-Neff 
York State line* (except points in Berk*. 
Bucks. Chester. Delaware. Montgomery, 
and Philadelphia Counties. Pa . anc 
points in Pennsylvania on and east a* 
the above described line in Adams. Yort 
Cumberland, Perry, Dauphin. Lebanon, 
and Lancaster Counties. Pa., and potato 
in Pennsylvania on and east of uB 
Highway 15 and north of the East Branco 
of the Susquehanna River in Tioga 
Bradford. Lycoming. Sullivan. Union. 
Snyder. Northumberland. Montour, ana 
Columbia Counties. Pa.). The purpose oi 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway* 
indicated by asterisks above. 


Norrx.—The purpose of this parti* i con** 
tkm tot to correct the territorial Oeecrifxw*- 
The remainder of the letter-notice rrtnw 

ee previously publUhod. 

No. MC 116014 <8ub-No. Eli*. 
June 15, 1075. Applicant: OUVEW 

TRUCKING COMPANY. INC.. P O. 

53. Winchester. Ky. 40391. Applicant* 
representative: Louis J. Amato. P 
Box E. Bowling Green, Ky. 42101. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate M a common 
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Icsrricr bv motor vehicle, over irregular 
transporting: Lumber . from 
Lint*'in Mississippi to points in Maine. 
L# Hampshire. Vermont. Massachu- 
Connecticut, Rhode Island. New 
York New Jersey. Pennsylvania (ex¬ 
ert ' Hazelton >, Delaware. Maryland, 
[biftrlct of Columbia. West Virginia. 
Ohio, Michigan, points In that part of 
Krntucky on and east of U.S. Highway 
ht-E. points in that part of Indiana on 
iivd east of a line beginning at the Ken¬ 
tucky -Indiana State line, thence along 
\VS. Highway 421 to Junction Indiana 
Highway 3, thence along Indiana High¬ 
way 3 to Junction UB. Highway 30. 
thence along UB. Highway 30 to Junc¬ 
tion U.8. Highway 35. thence along U.8. 
Highway 35 to Lake Michigan. The pur- 
of this filing in to eliminate the 
| riteway of Winchester, Ky. 

So. MC 125777 (Sub-No. E32). filed 
I June 4. 1974. Applicant: JACK GRAY 
TRANSPORT, INC.. 4800 East 15th 
Amme. Gary. Ind. 46403. Applicant’s 
representative: Robert A. Tatge (same 
is above). Authority sought to operate 
is a common carrier . by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Svtd, in bulk, in dump vehicles, from 
points in Iowa (except points on and 
noth of Interstate Highway 80). to 
points in Delaware. Maryland. Virginia. 
North Carolina. South Carolina, Florida. 
Alabama, New York. Vermont. Maine. 
New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Con¬ 
necticut. Rhode Island. New Jersey, and 
1 Georgia, The purpose of this filing is to 
I eliminate the gateway of Bridgman, 
kfch. 

No. MC 125777 (Sub-No. E42), filed 
Jaw 4, 1974. Applicant: JACK GRAY 
TRANSPORT. INC.. 4600 East 15th 
Avenue Gary, Ind. 46403. Applicant’s 
representative: Robert A. Tatge (same 
m above). Authority sought to operate 
w a common carrier . by motor vehicle, 
wer irregular routes, transporting: 
Coal tor pitch, in bulk, in dump vehicles, 
pom Chicago. Ill., to points in Ohio. 
Michigan, Minnesota, and points in 
wiaconsin < except points in Wisconsin 
south, and east of a line beginning 
Jt Uke Michigan and extending along 
wbconsin Highway 29 to junction U.S. 
Highway 41. thence along U.S. Highway 
u to junction UB. Highway 10. thence 
4k ®« US Highway 10 to Junction Wis- 
tt&sin Highway 80. thence along Wis- 
JJ&sin Highway 80 to the Wisconsin- 
uimois state line), points In Iowa (ex- 
2* Points in Iowa on and east of a 
r* beginning at the Iowa-Minnesota 
Jpte line and extending along Iowa 
®«hway 150 to junction UB. Highway 
tk?T 0106 along UB. Highway 218 to 
Iowa-Missouri State line), points in 
*««ouri 'except points in Missouri on, 
”«th. east, and north of a line begin- 
at the Missouri-Hlinois State line 
•na extending along Interstate High¬ 
ly 70 to Junction UB. Highway 
V thence along UB. Highway 67 
iL, . tion u * s - Highway 60. thence 
:r ng U.S. Highway 60 to the Missouri- 
enturky state line) and points in 
entucky (except points in Kentucky 


on, north, and we6t of a line beginning 
at the Illinois-Kentucky State line and 
extending along UB. Highway 62 to 
Junction Interstate Highway 65, thence 
along Interstate Highway 65 to the Ken- 
tucky-Indiana State line). The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of Gary, Ind. 

No. MC 125777 'Sub-No. E46). filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: JACK GRAY 
TRANSPORT, INC.. 4600 East 15th Ave¬ 
nue. Gary, Ind. 46403. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Robert A. Tatge (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Slag, in 
bulk, from Chicago. Ill., to points In Min¬ 
nesota. Michigan. Ohio (except points 
in Ashtabula. Cuyahoga, Lake, Summit. 
Muskingum. Licking. Franklin, Wayne, 
Geauga. Lorain, and Portage Counties). 
points in Pennsylvania. Kentucky, Wis¬ 
consin (except points on and south of 
UB. Highway 10). points in Iowa (except 
points on and east of Interstate Highway 
35). The purpose of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateway of the plant site of 
H. B. Reed & Company at Gary. Ind. 

No. MC 125777 < Sub-No. E50). filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: JACK GRAY 
TRANSPORT, INC., 4600 East 15th Ave¬ 
nue. Gary. Ind. 46403. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Robert A. Tatge (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Stone, 
marble, granite , and gra'Vel, crushed, in 
bulk, in dump vehicle, from points in 
Mississippi, to points in Wisconsin and 
Minnesota. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateways of Champaign. 
HI. and Chicago. Ill. 

By the Commission. 

Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary . 

jPR Doc.77-iMM5 Filed 5 25-77:8:45 am) 


TRANSPORTATION OF HOUSEHOLD 
GOODS BY MOTOR COMMON CARRIERS 

Conference on Agency Relationships 

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission. 

ACTION: Notice that the Commission 
intends to conduct an informal confer¬ 
ence on agency relationships between or 
affecting motor common carriers of 
household goods in interstate or foreign 
commerce. 

SUMMARY: This notice is to Inform 
the public that the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission will conduct an In¬ 
formal conference on the agency rela¬ 
tionships of motor common carriers of 
household goods subject to the Jurisdic¬ 
tion of the Commission. The purpose of 
this conference is to discuss the extent 
(If any) to which the Commission’s reg¬ 
ulations governing those agency rela¬ 
tionships require modification to make 
them more meaningful to the Commis¬ 
sion and prospective agents while mak¬ 
ing them less burdensome to princ ipal 
carriers. This notice lists several items 


which will be discussed at the informal 
conference and informs interested per¬ 
sons how they may be Included in this 
conference. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

Michael Erenberg. Assistant Deputy 

Director, Section of Operating Rights. 

Office of Proceedings. Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Washington, D.C. 

20423. (202) 275-7292 

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: The 
Intel-state Commerce Commission pro¬ 
poses to conduct an Informal conference 
on the agency relationships of motor 
common carriers of household goods in 
interstate or foreign commerce. 

In Ex Parte No. MC-19 (Sub-No. 9>. 
“Practices of Motor Common Carriers of 
Household Goods (Agency Relation¬ 
ship)” 115 M.C.C. 628 (1972). the Com¬ 
mission promulgated regulations govern¬ 
ing the filing of agency agreements of 
principal carriers <49 CFR 1056.19) and 
the responsibilities and liabilities of prin¬ 
cipal carriers (49 CFR 1058.20). Section 
1056.19 requires principal carriers to flic 
copies of their agency agreements with 
the Commission and to file with those 
agency agreements a statement contain¬ 
ing certain information. Including 
evidence of the financial condition of the 
carrier's agent and a definite plan of 
action designed fully to police the acts, 
policies, procedures, and practices of 
agents. Under 9 1056.20, principal car¬ 
riers are required to use due diligence 
and reasonable care in selecting their 
agents, to disclose to each prospective 
agent all relevant information relating 
to the carrier’s operations, and to assume 
absolute liability for the acts and omis¬ 
sions of their agents. 

The Commission's Bureau of Opera¬ 
tions has encountered several problems 
in the enforcement of these regulations. 
Among those problems are (1) the lack 
of a specific deadline for the filing of 
agency agreements, which results in 
carriers' failure to file those agreements 
promptly: (2) different treatment of 
agents as between different carriers; 
(3> lack of certainty as to the contents 
of the statement required by 9 1056.19: 
(4> differing formats for the presen¬ 
tation of information required by 
9 1056.19*b>, which prevents the Com¬ 
mission from making meaningful com¬ 
parisons between the data submitted by 
various carriers: (5) failure of carriers 
to indicate the manner in which they 
Intend to police their agents, as required 
by 9 1056.19* b>; (6) failure of the regu¬ 
lations in 9 1056.20 to specify the con¬ 
tents of the disclosure statement which 
the principal carrier must give to a pros¬ 
pective agent: and <7> the filing of pos¬ 
sibly unnecessary documents when an 
agent authorized by its principal to per¬ 
form one type of service (e.g., transpor¬ 
tation of military shipments) is au¬ 
thorized by the principal to perform 
other services <e.g. 9 transportation of 
non-military shipments). 

Accordingly, the Commission intends 
to conduct an informal conference at 
which the issues raised by Its Bureau 
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at Operations will be discussed- The fol¬ 
lowing questions will be among those on 
the agenda of that informal confer¬ 
ence: 

(1) WtiAt change* should b* mode to U>* 
provision* of 49 CPB 1056.19 to ensure that 
specific and meaningful Information con¬ 
cerning agency agreements la Tied with the 
Commission? 

(2) Should principal carrion continue to 
be required to file copies of agency agree¬ 
ments when those agency agreements mere¬ 
ly enlarge or contract the authority which 
the principal has previously given to the 
agent? 

(3) Should a uniform agency statement 
form, which all carriers would be required 
to complete, be prescribed? 

(4) Should a deadline be established 
within which the carrier mu*} file copies of 
lta agency agreements with the commission? 

(5) What changes. If any. should be made 
to the provisions of 49 CFH 1056.19(b) (?) to 
ensure that principal carriers Institute and 
file copies of meaningful plans of action de¬ 
signed to police the acta and practices of 
their agents? 

(6) Should 49 CTO 1050.20 be modified to 
require the principal carrier to furnish ad¬ 
ditional or mors complete Information to 
the prospective agent? 

(7) Should principal carriers be required 
to furnish a prospective agent with the In¬ 
formation required by I1O50J2O at a specific 
time prior to the signing of an agency 
agreement? 

Other aspects of agency relationships 
of household goods carriers will also be 
discussed at the Informal conference If 
participants wish to do so. 

Persons who Intend to participate In 
this conference or who wish to have Items 
relating to agency relationships consid¬ 
ered as part of the agenda of this con¬ 


ference should submit their names, 
addresses, and proposed agenda items (if 
any) to: 

Michael Errnbcrg. 

A ss i s t a n t Deputy Director. 

Section of Operating Right*. 

Office of Proceeding*. 

Interstate Commerce Oo nun burton. 

Washington. DC. 20423. 

Participants should forward this infor¬ 
mation on or before June 15, 1977. The 
conference on agency relationships will 
be scheduled sometime during the month 
of July. 1977. It win be held at the Com¬ 
mission's offices at 12th and Constitu¬ 
tion. N.W., Washington. D.C. Notice of 
the exact time and place of the confer¬ 
ence, a copy of the conference agenda, 
and copies of any relevant written ma¬ 
terials for use at that conference will be 
forwarded to those who inform the Com¬ 
mission of their desire to participate in 
this conference. 

Hits conference will be Informal and 
will be conducted by & member of the 
CoKamishion's staff and attended by staff 
persons from the Office of Proceedings 
and Bureaus of Accounts, Operations 
and Investigations and Enforcement. No 
written submissions ore required, and no 
transcript will be kept All Interested per¬ 
sons. including individuals, shippers, 
consumer groups, other government 
agencies, carriers, and carrier associa¬ 
tions, are invited to participate. 

If. as a result of this conference, it Is 
determined that the Institution of a 
rulemaking proceeding directed toward 
the elimination, modification, or adoption 
of certain regulations would bo advisable. 


the Commission staff or partier pr 
at the conference might propose the t 
stituUon of such a rulcmakin:- proco 
ing. Not all participants will be expecli 
to be of like mind with respect to i 
effects or the desirability of any L 
proposals. Therefore, any reque: t fori 
institution of a rulemaking proceeding! 
a result of this conference will reflect tfe_ 
diverse viewpoints of the conference fvJj 
Uclpanta, and the formal request 
that rulemaking proceeding should l 
cuss briefly the Issues raised by all of i 
conference participants. The mfonnd 
conference will not involve \ , v| 

morvy, cross examination, or eYldcntuijT 
rulings. Matters discussed . * .| 

ference will not be binding uponjjl 
Commission, and may not later be i 
upon by a party to an adversary or oUad 
formal proceeding os “proof". The CetaJ 
mission reserves to itself the tight® 
deny any request for the insti tution q(J 
rulemaking proceeding. 

We hope that this conference v, anl 
to more meaningful regulations #om 
lng agency relationships and will old t 
In our attempt to ensure that pr® 
carriers disclose fully to their agentst 
nature of their operations, to ensure l 
principal carriers furnish to the Co 
sion meaningful Information on 
basis of which to analyze agency rela-J 
tkmshipe, and to ensure that 
carriers adequately police the o£tlv®| 
of their agents. 

By the Commission. 

Robest L. Oswauj, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.77-15078 Filed 5-25 77. C ^ sal 
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Tht* section of tt>* FEDERAL REGISTER contain* notice* of meeting* published under the "Government In the Sunshine Act" (Rub. L 94-409), 
S U.S C. 552bfe)(3). 


CONTENTS 

item 

Cwnmochty Credit Corporation... I 
Consumer Product Safety Com¬ 
mission --2. 3. 4, 5, 6 

federal Communications Com¬ 
mission ...—--- 7 

Federal Deposit Insurance Corpo¬ 
ration - 8 

Federal Power Commission_9.10.11 

Federal Reserve System. .. 12 

Federal Trade Commission.-- 13.14 

Securities and Exchange Commis¬ 
sion -—---— 15 


1 

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING: 
Commodity Credit Corporation. 

TIME AND DATE: 10 am.. June 1, 1977. 

PLACE: Room 218-A. Administration 
Building, U.S. Department of Agricul¬ 
ture. Washington, D.C. 

STATUS: Open meeting. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

1. Minutes of CCC Board meeting on 

May 13.1977. 

2. Resolution re: Amendment of by¬ 
laws of Commodity Credit Corporation. 

3. Docket CZ 157, Revision 3. Amend¬ 
ment 2 re: Policy and procedure govern- 
toe the submission of dockets to the 
Board of Directors, CCC, and the han- 
dltnf of dockets considered by the Board. 

4. Docket SCP 33a re: 1977-crop rice 
ban. purchase and payment program. 

5. Docket SCP 40a re: 1977 tobacco 
ban program. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

James E. McMahon, Acting Secretary, 
Commodity Credit Corporation, Room 
21S-W, Administration Building. U.8. 
9 Department of Agriculture. Washing¬ 
ton. DC. 20250. Telephone 202-447- 
6803. 

18-503 -77 Filed 5-24-77:10:50 am] 


2 

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING: 
consumer Product Safety Commission. 

T ™ E AND DATE: May 31. 1977. 2 pm. 

{DCATION: 3rd Floor Hearing Room. 
U U 18th St. NW., Washington, D.C. 
STATUS: Open. 

Matters to be considered: At 

r ^J Ue8t * of the Environmental De- 
* ^f (EDF), the Commission will 
representatives of EDF to dis- 
Jj*. Commission action on consumer 
{J 0 ;containing asbestos. On April 
uie Commission voted to ban certain 


asbestos-containing products, under sec¬ 
tion 8 of the Consumer Product 8afety 
Act (CPSA). On May 12. EDF asked the 
Commission to tako action on these 
products under section 12, the “imminent 
hazard" section of CPSA. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION: 

Sheldon D. Butts. Assistant Secretary, 
Office of Secretary, Suite 300.1111 18th 
8t. NW.. Washington. D.C. 20207. tele¬ 
phone 202-634-7700. 

IS—491-77 Filed 5-24-77 9:08 *ro| 


Report on the Office of Public Partici¬ 
pation and financial compensation pro - 
dram. In January, the Commission ap¬ 
proved establishment of an Office of 
Public Participation, and in March pub¬ 
lished proposed rules for financial com¬ 
pensation to assist consumers to partici¬ 
pate in CPSC rulemaking activities. 
This report, prepared by a contractor, 
proposes a plan for establishing the of¬ 
fice, and methods for implementing con¬ 
sumer participation. 

(8-493-77 Filed 5-24-77: 9:08 Am] 


3 

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING: 
Consumer Product Commission. 

FEDERAL REGISTER CITATION OF 
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: May 19. 
1977. 42 FR 25826. 

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME 
AND DATE: May 19. 1977, 9:30 a m. 

CHANGES IN THE MEETING: The 
Commission, at its May 19 meeting, de¬ 
ferred consideration of item 3 on Its pre¬ 
viously announced agenda, a Report on 
the Office of Public Participation and Fi¬ 
nancial Compensation, until the May 26 
meeting. This Item becomes item 4 on the 
May 26 agenda, which is revised else¬ 
where in this issue of the Federal Reg¬ 
ister. 

In addition, by majority vote, the 
Commission voted to add the following 
item to the May 19 agenda. The matter 
was considered in closed session: 

Tris litigation. The Commission dis¬ 
cussed legal strategics related to the U.8. 
Appellate Court’s decision of May 19, 
1977, vacating a previous Order of the 
U.S. District Court concerning CPSC’s 
actions on the flame-retardant chemical 
Tris. The Commission also approved, a 
press release clarifying the agency's posi¬ 
tion on the Tris matter. 

(8-492-77 Filed 5-24-77;9 06 am] 


4 

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING: 
Consumer Product Safety Commission. 

FEDERAL REGISTER CITATION OF 
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: May 19. 
1977. 42 FR 25826. 

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME 
AND DATE: May 26, 1977. 9:30 a.m. 

CHANGES IN THE MEETING: The 
Commission voted on May 19 to defer 
consideration of the following item from 
Its May 19 meeting to its May 26 meet¬ 
ing. The item will be the fourth item con¬ 
sidered In the open portion of the meet¬ 
ing. 


5 

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING: 
Consumer Product Safety Commission. 

TIME AND DATE: June 2, 1977. 9:30 
a.m. 

LOCATION: 3rd Floor Hearing Room. 
1111 18th St. NW., Washington. D C. 

STATUS: Part is open; part Is closed. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

A. Portion open to the public: 1. Staff 
evaluation of Christmas tree lights offers. 
The Commission will discuss selection of 
an offeror to develop a recommended 
safety standard for miniature Christmas 
tree lights. The Commission sought 
these offers after making a preliminary 
determination that a standard is neces¬ 
sary to prevent or reduce an unreason¬ 
able risk of Injury associated with these 
products. 

2. Petition to revoke matchbook stand¬ 
ard. CP 77-/3. D. D. Bean & Sons Co., 
of Daffrey, New Hampshire, a matchbook 
manufacturer, has petitioned the Com¬ 
mission to revoke its safety standard for 
matchbooks, which was published May 4, 
1977. and becomes effective May 4. 1978. 

3. Possible substantial product haz¬ 
ard: Grcenfeed International Corp ., hy¬ 
droponic growing chambers . ID 76-142. 
In this case involving possible shock haz¬ 
ards. the Office of the General Counsel 
has determined that the products are not 
consumer products, and the staff has rec¬ 
ommended that the Commission close 
the case. The staff has forwarded infor¬ 
mation on the matter to the Occupa¬ 
tional Safety and Health Administra¬ 
tion and the California State Division of 
Industrial Safety. 

4. Possible substantial product Haz¬ 
ard: Fly <fr Walker, children's sleepwear , 
ID 77-33. In this case involving possibly 
flammable sleepwear, the staff lias rec¬ 
ommended that the Consumer Product 
Safety Act case be closed, since the mat¬ 
ter can be handled under the Flammable 
Fabrics Act. 

5. Possible substantial product hazard: 
Midland International Corp.. hydraulic 
floor jack. ID 77-27. The staff has rec- 
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oraracndcd that the Commission close 
this case involving possibly defective 
jacks, since the staff has determined that 
the possible defect does not pose a sub¬ 
stantial product hazard. 

6. Possible substantial product hazard: 
Wire mold Co„ ocneral use cord sets . ID 
77-31. The stafT has recommended that 
the Commission close this case involv¬ 
ing a possible shock hazard, since the 
stall has determined that the possible 
defect does not pose a substantial prod¬ 
uct hazard. 

7. Possible substantial jiroduct hazard: 
Robert Bosch Corpelectric-powered 
angle grinders. ID 7G-139. The staff has 
recommended that the Commission close 
this case, based on the Arm's degree of 
success in completing Its corrective ac¬ 
tion plan. 

B. Portion closed to the public: 

8. Alleged violation of the Flammable 
Fabrics Act, OS Package No. 381. This 
case involves passible violations of the 
mattress flammability standard by a firm 
with which the staff was unable to reach 
a consent order agreement. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION: 

Sheldon D. Butts. Assistant Secretary, 

Office of the Secretary. Suite 200, 1111 

18th 8t., NW., Washington. D.C. 

20207, telephone 202-634-7700. 

[S-602-77 Piled 0-24-77; 10:51 &m| 


6 

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING: 
Consumer Product 8ofety Commission. 

TIME AND DATE: June 1. 1977. 9:30 


LOCATION: 3rd Floor Hearing Room. 
Ill 18th St.. NW.. Washington, DC. 

STATUS: Open. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: Mid¬ 
year review, priority decisions. At this 
meeting, the Commission and staff will 
complete the mid-fiscal year review of 
the Commission’s operating plan. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION: 

Sheldon D. Butts. Assistant Secretary. 
Office of the Secretary, Suite 300. 1111 
18th St. NW.. Washington. DC. 
20207. telephone 202-634-7700. 

(5-501 -77 Filed 6-24-77:10:80 mm] 


7 

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING: 
Federal Communications Commission. 

TIME AND DATE: 10 am . Tuesday. 
May 31. 1977. 

PLACE: Room 856. 1019 M Street NW.. 
Washington. D.C. 

STATUS: Open en banc meeting. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: This 
Is one of the regular monthly open en 
banc meetings which provide citizens and 
public interest and industry groups an 
opportunity to present their views on a 
wide range of communications policy 


issues directly to the seven members of 
the Commission. The Commission re¬ 
gards the exchange of Ideas as an Impor¬ 
tant contribution to Its decision-making 
process. The participants at the May 31st 
meeting will be: Community Antenna 
Television Association (30 minutes); Na¬ 
tional Education Association <30 min¬ 
utes) : Call for Action <30 minutes). 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Samuel M. Sharkey, FCC Public In¬ 
formation Officer, telephone number 
202-632-7260. 

Issued: May 23. 1977. 

18-408-77 Filed 6-24-77.8:46 &m| 


8 

AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING: 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. 

TIME AND DATE: 11 a m.. May 31,1977. 

PLACE: Board Room. Sixth Floor, FDIC 
Building. 530 17th Street NW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 

STATUS: Open*. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: Elec¬ 
tion of a new Chairman to succeed out¬ 
going Chairman Robert E. Barnett, who 
has resigned as a member of the Cor¬ 
poration’s Board of Directors effective 
the close of business. June 1, 1977. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Alan R. Miller. Executive Secretary of 
the Corporation (202-389-4446). 

18-488 Piled 5-24-77.9:08 am) 


9 

AGENCY HOLDING MEETING: Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission. 

May 18. 1977. 

The following notice of meeting is 
published pursuant to Section 3(a) of 
the Government in the Sunshine Act 
(Pub. L. No. 94-409). 5 UB.C. 8552B: 

TIME AND DATE: May 25. 1977. 2 pm. 
PLACE: 825 North Capitol Street. 
STATUS: Open. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 
(Agenda.) Not*.—I tems listed on the 
agenda may be deleted without further 
notice. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Kenneth F. Plumb. Secretary, Tele¬ 
phone 202-275-4166. 

This is a list of the matters to be 
considered by the commission. It does 
not include a listing of all persons rele¬ 
vant to the items on the agenda. How¬ 
ever, all public documents may be 
examined in the Office of Public In¬ 
formation. Room 1000. 

Powxa AcrxoA. 7019 th MerTTWO—M at 25, 
1877; Rrerui Mirrmo —Part I 

PI Docket Nos. E-7795, E-7789. Phil add* 
phi a Electric Co. 


P-2 Docket Noa. E-8586. et 4]. Pufcig 
Service Co, Indiana. Inc. 

P-2 Docket No# ER77-5. ER77-6. rRTM 
K—9544, And K-6152. Otter TXJ! Pvwtt 
C o. 

P-4 Docket No. ER77-I75, Florid* Pc 
A Light Co, 

P-6 Docket No. ER77-131, Portland Geo. 
era! Electric Co. 

P-6 Docket No. ER77 211 Mt Catc* 
Public Utility Co. 

P-7 Docket No ER77-330, Oklahoma On 
A Electric Co. 

P-8 Docket No. K 4)587. Upper Peutnaufc 
Power Oo. 

P-9 (A) Docket No. ER77-333, Wot 

TexAA Utilities Co. 

<B) Docket Noa. KR7G-747, TRIS-TM. 
West Texas Utilities Oo. tW«*; 
Texas). 

r- 10 Docket No. ER77-13I, Portland Gee- 

era! Electric Co. 

P-11 Docket No. 5-9563. US. Drparuaitti 
of the Interior. Bonneville Poser 
Administration. 

12 Docket No E-7671. Standing Piper 
Oo.. ct al. 

P-1S Project No. 2758, Brown Oo. 

Gab Agcttoa. 7619th Mxrrwo— Mat 25 1977: 
Ruuui Mnrrmo—P ast 1 

O-l Docket No. RP76-10. Arkuay Loci- 
alana One Co. 

0-2 Docket No. RP764W, Kentucfr.v Wait 
Virginia Oaa Co. 

0-3 Docket No. RP74-83, Columbia Om 
T ransmission Co. 

0-4 Docket No. RP76-50. K3 Paso NattWfl 
Gas Co. (Rate Design). 

0-5 Docket No. RP70 59. El Paw Stturd 
One Co. 

0-0 Docket No. RP70-144, Fort Finer Cttl- 
Uy Authority , et al , Oooip.AlnAau 
v. Florida Go j Tranrmir- on Co. 

Respondent. 

0-7 PTC Oa* Rate Schedule Noe 7 acd 
10. tho Louisiana Land L Explore* 
tlon Co. 

O^ PTC Gaa Rate Schedule No ! Alfred 
J. Smith. 

0-9 Docket No R-289-B. Pile No 339 461 
Placid OH Co . et al. 

0-10 Docket No. CP77-1S0. Northern Not* 
viral Om Co. 

O- 21 Docket No. CP74-33. Transo.aUnrniAl 
On* Pipe Line Corp 

0-13 Docket No. CP77-327. N«tnr»l TO 
Pipeline Oo. of America. CoJumbn 
Gulf Transmission Oo. and Trnw*- 
*ee Oas Pipeline Oo.. a Dlvidon « 
Tenneeo. Inc. 

0 )3 Docket Nos. CP73-383 and CP73-39( 
Consolidated System LNO Oo 

Powra Accnha. 7819m Mxrrnro—M at ^ 
1977; Rjscuuut Motiko-Past II 

CP-2 Docket No. ER77-323. Indians k 

Michigan Electric Co. 

CP-2 Docket No. ER77-355. Southern C*U- 
fomta Edison Co 

CP-3 Docket No. ER77-332, Indiana A* M:cb* 
Igan Electric Co. . 

CP-4 Docket No. ER77-300, Mononpaheta 
Power Co, West Penn Power Co 
CP-6 Docket No. BS77-17. Kentucky Util¬ 
ities Co. 

CP-45 Project No. 1746. E L Cord 
CP-7 Project No 1827. Pacific Po* rr & Lkgtit 

Co. 

CP-8 Project No. 2205. Centra) Vermont 

Public Service Corp. 

Gas Acekda. 76190th Vlrrnxo—M at 35. 1 9Tt . 
RCCUUI MXXTtHG—PAST II 

OO-l Docket No. RP77-01. MeCuUoU. ’•»* 
terr talc Cu Corp 

00-3 Docket No. HP77-60. Northern 
ural Oas Oa 
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L,. Docket No* RP77-64 end RP77-55. 

Arkansas Louisiana Oai Co. 

_ 4 pocket No. RP77 50. South Texue 
1 Natural Gaa Gathering Co. 

a 5 Docket No. RP77-60, Michigan Wla- 
conutn Pip# Une Co. 

CO 5 Docket No. RP77-54, Volley Gaa 
Transmiaakm, Inc. 

CO.? Docket No. RP77 -5. Kansas-Nebraska 
Natural Om Co , Inc. 

jg-g Docket No. CI75-770. Amoco Produc¬ 
tion Oo. 

Docket No. CI76-731. Wise Oil Co 
C^io Docket Nos. CI77-147. et al, Kerr- 
McOee Corp.. et al. 

CO-lt Dock#! No. CP7G-257. Texas Gas 
Transmission Corp.; Docket No. 
CP77-154, Tennessee Oas Pipeline 
Co, a Division of Tenneco. Inc, 
Kant Tennessee Natural Oas Co. 
00-12 Docket No. CP77-298. Texsa Gss 
rranflmission Corp.; Docket No. 
CP77 -310. Tennessee Gas Pipeline 
Co, a Division of Tenneco. Inc, 
East Tennessee Natural Oas Oo. 

CO 13 Docket Noe. CP74-82 and CP74-83. 
Utah Gaa Service Co.: Docket No. 
CP74-15B, Northwest Pipeline 
Corp. 

00-14 Docket No. 0-10012* et al. Coastal 
States Oas Producing Co, et al. 
00-15 Docket Nos. CP77-56 and CP77-117. 

Baca Oas Gathering System. Inc.; 
Docket No. CP77 01, Panhandle 
Eastern Pipe Line Co. 

00-14 Docket No. CP77-284. Locust Ridge 
Go* Processing Co. 

00-17 Docket No. CP72-181, Panhandle 
Eastern Pipe Line Co. 

00-18 Docket No. CP78-407. United Oas 
Pipe Line Co. 

00-14 Docket No. CP77-134. Trunkline Om 

Co. 

00 30 Docket No. CP77-71, Natural Oas 
Pipeline Co. of America; Docket 
No. CP77 118. Columbia Oas 
Transmission Corp. and Columbia 
Gulf Transmission Corp.: Docket 
No. CP77-123, Texas Oas Trans- 
mission Corp. 

05-31 Docket No. CP760O, Kansaa-Ne- 
braska Natural Gas Co . Inc. 

lfarxLUkKxors Agenda. 7610th Mxrrtwo— 
Vat 1*3, 1077; Htcmx Mcrnso—P ast II 

OM The Inland Oas Co, Inc. 

OL2 Commission Minutes. 

CV-i RM74-15. Natural gas companies an¬ 
nual report of proved domesUc 
natural gas reserves. PPC Form No. 
40. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

18—493-77 Filed 3-24-77; 0:08 am) 
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AGENCY HOLDING MEETINO: Fed- 
esl Power Commission. 

FEDERAL REGISTER CITATION OF 
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: 42 FR 

2*287. April 23. 1977. 

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME 
AND DATE OP MEETING: May 25. 

WU 2 p.m. 

CHANGE IN THE MEETINO. The fol- 
wiring items have been added to the 
JJtoda upon the affirmative vote of 
jakirman Dunham, Commissioners 
Holloman, and Watt. 

p ' 1 * Stats Director. Bureau of Land Man¬ 
agement, Sacramento, California 
< 8017055 ). 


FfOERAl 


SUNSHINE ACT MEETINGS 

P-17 Docket No. K-7740, Indiana A Michi¬ 
gan Electric Co. 

P-18 Project No. 515. Docket No. K-7991. 

South Carolina Electric A Oas Co. 
0-23 Docket No RPTM8. El Paso Natural 
Om Co. 

The following items have been added 
to the agenda upon the affirmative vote 
of Chairman Dunham. Commissioners 
Smith and Watt. 

0-24 Docket No. RI77-33. Clay J. Calhoun. 
0-25 Docket No. CP75-362. El Paso Natural 
Oas Co. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

- 18-400-77 Piled 3-24-77:0:08 sm) 
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AGENCY HOLDINO MEETINO: Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission. 

FEDERAL REGISTER CITATION OF 
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: 42 FR 
26283. April 23. 1977. 

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIMES 
AND DATES OF MEETINGS: May 25. 
1977. 2 pJXL 

CHANGE IN THE MEETINO; The above 
meeting has been changed to May 24. 
1977. at 2 p m, upon the affirmative vote 
of Chairman Dunham. Commissioners 
8mith and Watt. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

18-404 77 Filed 3-24-77:9:08 am] 
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AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING: 
Federal Reserve System. 

Addition or Previously Announced 
Agenda Item 

The Board of Governors has previously 
announced a meeting to be held on Mon¬ 
day. May 23. 1977. which will be closed 
to public observation under exemption <s) 
of the Government in the Sunshine Act 
(5 U.3.C. 552b<c>). One of the items an¬ 
nounced for inclusion at that meeting 
was consideration of any agenda items 
carried forward from a previous meeting. 
The purpose of this announcement is to 
inform the public that the following such 
item, postponed from May 20. 1977, will 
be considered at this meeting: 

Positions to bo taken on proposed legis¬ 
lation regarding the operations of foreign 
banks in the XJS. 

The previously announced closed item 
for the May 23.1977 meeting is: 

Draft testimony to be presented before the 
Subcommittee oo Intergovernmental Rela¬ 
tions of the Senate Committee on Govern¬ 
ment Operations, regarding 8. 600. the Reg¬ 
ulatory Reform Act of 1077. which seta out a 
procedure for the submission of regulatory 
reform proposals by the President according 
to an eight-year schedule. 

The meeting will be held at 10 am. in 
the Board’s offices at 20th Street and 
Constitution Avenue NW, Washington. 
D.C. Information may be obtained from 


27133 

Mr. Joseph R. Coyne. Assistant to the 
Board at 202-452-3204. 

Board of Oovemors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System. May 20.1977. 

Griffith L. Garwood. 
Deputy Secretary of the Board. 

18-405-77 Filed 3-24-77:0:06 ami 
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AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING: 
Federal Trade Commission. 

TIME AND DATE: 10 am., Tuesday, 
May 31.1977. 

PLACE: Room 432, Federal Trade Com¬ 
mission Building, 6th Street and Penn¬ 
sylvania Avenue NW., Washington. D.C, 
20580. 

STATUS: Closed. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

Nonadjudicative jnatters. The Com¬ 
mission has not yet scheduled any Non¬ 
adjudicative items for discussion at this 
meeting. 

Adjudicative matters under Part 3 of 
the rules of practice. The Commission 
has not yet scheduled any Adjudicative 
items for discussion at this meeting. 

If no item is placed on the agenda by 
10 a.m, on May 31. 1977, the meeting 
will automatically be cancelled. Any 
Items that are placed on the agenda be¬ 
fore that time will be announced in ac¬ 
cordance with the Additional Informa¬ 
tion Procedures posted with Commission 
Meeting Notices outside Room 130 of the 
Federal Trade Commission Building. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Leonard J. McEnnts. Jr, Office of 
Public Information (202-523-3830); 
Recorded Message: 202-523-3806. 

[S flOO-77 Filed 3-24-77:10.02 am] 
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AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETINO: 
Federal Trade Commission. 

TIME AND DATE: 11 a.m, Wednesday, 
Juno 1. 1977. 

PLACE: Room 432, Federal Trade Com¬ 
mission Building, 6th Street and Penn¬ 
sylvania Avenue NW, Washington. D.C. 
20580. 

STATUS: Open. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

(1) Discussion of proposed rules 
changes and additions dealing with as¬ 
surance of confidentiality with regard 
to and protection of confidential business 
Information. 

(2) Report from general counsel on 
congressional matters. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN 
FORMATION: 

Leonard J. McEnnls, Jr, Office of Pub¬ 
lic Information <202-523-3830); Re¬ 
corded Message: 202-523-3806. 
18-490-77 Filed 3-24-77:10:02 am] 
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AGENCY HOLDING THE MEETING: 
Securities and Exchange Commission. 

ANNOUNCED TIME AND DATE OP 
MEETING: 10 ajn.. Wednesday. May 25, 
1977. 

CHANGES IN THE MEETING: 

Item 8 is added respecting Commission 
consideration of a proposed letter of com¬ 
ment to the House Committee on Inter¬ 
state and Foreign Commerce concerning 
H.R. 2386. HR. 1758. and H.R. 1759. 
HR. 2386 and H.R. 1758 would amend 
Section 13 of the Securities Exchange 
Act of 1934 to require certain investors 
to disclose certain information concern¬ 
ing their identity and background, in¬ 
cluding disclosure of their nationality, 
residence, and personal financial state¬ 
ments. H.R. 1759 proposes to protect 


American corporations and workers from 
foreign control and to encourage diversi¬ 
fication of foreign investments in do¬ 
mestic industries. 

Item 9 is added and relates to con¬ 
sideration of the proposed notification to 
the Federal Reserve Board of a staff 
study concerning the regulatory impacts 
resulting from the elimination of ex¬ 
change off-board trading rules on 
market-making functions, including the 
effect on market making of existing 
margin requirements. 

Item 5 is amended by changing the 
name “One Liberty*’ to ’’Merrill Lynch”. 

Chairman Williams. Commissioners 
Loomis. Evans, and Pollack voted to ap¬ 
prove the above changes. 

Dated: May 20,1977. 

[S-497-77 Piled 5^4-77; 0:08 am] 
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COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION 

[ 17 CFR Part 1 ] 

FUTURES COMMISSION MERCHANTS 

Minimum Financial Requirements; 

Proposed Rulemaking 

AGENCY: Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission. 

ACTION: Proposed rulemaking. 

SUMMARY': The proposed rule changes 
would amend the minimum financial re¬ 
quirements imposed upon futures com¬ 
mission merchants And would change the 
computational formula used to deter¬ 
mine whether a futures commission mer¬ 
chant meets those requirements. These 
revisions appear necessary in light of re¬ 
cent significant expansions in the size of, 
and changes In the nature of, the com¬ 
modity futures trading Industry, the 
increase In the number and types of per¬ 
sons who arc subject to regulation by 
the Commodity Futures Trading Com¬ 
mission. and the resulting increased de¬ 
mands upon the limited audit resources 
of the Commodity Futures Trading Com¬ 
mission. In addition, many futures com¬ 
mission merchants are currently subject 
to divergent and duplicative minimum fi¬ 
nancial and related reporting require¬ 
ments which result In unnecessary costs 
to registrants and substantial regulatory 
inefficiency. The Intended effects of the 
proposed rule changes would be: (1) To 
impose minimum financial requirements 
upon futures commission merchants 
which would become the basis of an ef¬ 
fective early warning system giving ad¬ 
vance notice of the deterioration of a 
futures commission merchant's financial 
condition: (2) to Increase regulatory ef¬ 
ficiency: (3) to reduce the undue burden 
imposed upon futures commission mer¬ 
chants by duplicative minimum financial 
and related reporting requirements by, 
among other things, enabling those fu¬ 
tures commission merchants which are 
also registered as securities broker-deal¬ 
ers to file the same financial reports 
with both the Commodity Futures Trad¬ 
ing Commission and the Securities and 
Exchange Commission; <4) to establish 
a uniform computational formula for use 
in the futures industry: and (5) to fa¬ 
cilitate the development of a registered 
futures association pursuant to section 
17 of the Commodity Exchange Act, as 
amended <7 U.S.C. 21 (Supp. V. 1975)). 

DATES: Comments on the proposed rule 
changes should be submitted by Novem¬ 
ber 1. 1977. to the Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission. 2033 K Street, NW.. 
Washington. D.C. 20581, Attention: 
Secretariat. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON¬ 
TACT: 

John L. Manley. Chief Accountant, Di¬ 
vision of Trading and Markets, Com¬ 
modity Futures Trading Commission, 
2033 K Street NW.. Washington. D.C. 
20581. 202-254-5218. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION; 

On October 6, 1976. the Commodity Fu¬ 
tures Trading Commission (“Commis¬ 
sion”) proposed amendments to 89 1.10, 
1.17 and 1.18 of the regulations under the 
Commodity Exchange Act, as amended 
(“Act”), 17 CFR 1.10, 1.17 and 1.18, and 
new' regulations 1.10a and 1.16. 41 FR 
45706 (October 15.1976). These proposals 
would (1) require that financial reports 
submitted by futures commission mer¬ 
chants (“FCM’s") be audited annually 
by independent public accountants, (2) 
increase the frequency of financial re¬ 
ports. <3) expand the content of such 
reports. (4) require that copies of these 
annual reports be sent to customers, (5) 
require that futures commission mer¬ 
chants compute their minimum capital 
requirements on a monthly basis, and (6) 
make these requirements uniform 
throughout the futures Industry. In an¬ 
nouncing these proposed rule changes, 
the Commission stated that these pro¬ 
posals were the first in a series of sub¬ 
stantial revisions which would shortly 
be proposed in the financial and related 
reporting requirements Imposed upon fu¬ 
tures commission merchants under com¬ 
mission regulations. In response to the 
October 6,1976 proposals, numerous com¬ 
ments were received requesting that the 
Commission publish all stages of its pro¬ 
posed revisions before taking final action 
on any stage. This has been the Com¬ 
mission's Intent from the outset. The 
Commission Is at this time proposing a 
uniform minimum capital rule which 
would be applicable to all futures com¬ 
mission merchants. Within the next few 
weeks an improved early warning system 
based upon this rule will also be pro¬ 
posed: and the Commission anticipates 
that shortly thereafter a rule win be pro¬ 
posed which would permit the responsi¬ 
bility for monitoring an FCM’s financial 
status to be delegated to a single con¬ 
tract market or other self-regulatory 
organization. 

The Commission emphasizes that the 
proposal of these rules represents the 
initiation of extensive, public rule-mak¬ 
ing proceedings which the Commission 
hopes will result, with the cooperation 
and participation of the futures indus¬ 
try and the public in general, in the de¬ 
velopment of uniform financial stand¬ 
ards and related reporting requirements 
which are particularly appropriate for 
the modern FCM community. The Com¬ 
mission intends to publish and to con¬ 
duct public hearings on all four of these 
proposals before taking final action on 
any of them. The Commission cannot 
give sufficient emphasis to the degree 
of public participation it desires in this 
rule-making effort. The subject of mini¬ 
mum financial standards and related 
reporting requirements for FCM’s is by 
its very nature complex, as ore the prob¬ 
lems with which such standards and re¬ 
quirements must deal. Accordingly, the 
Commission believes that appropriate 
rules can be developed in this area only 
through extensive public participation 
In this rule-making effort. 


Shortly after the October 6, 1976 1 
posal. the Commission received & 
submission from the Chicago Board"! 
Trade and the Chicago Mercantile | 
change (“CBT-CME proposal • p ti 
ing the adoption by those contract i 
kets of revised minimum financial s 
ards and related reporting requirement] 
for FCM’s which are members of 
exchanges. 1 In addition, numerous 1 
ments were received in response to j 
Commission's October 6. 1976 pro 
suggesting that the Commission __ 
the minimum capital rule currently; 
posed upon securities brokers and de 
by the Securities and Exchange I 
mission “(SEC”). 17 CFR 240.150-1 
fight of the need for extensive pu 
participation in developing upp 
rules In this area, the CommKdon I 
lieves it is appropriate to request < 
ment at this time on the CBT-CME pn 
posol and the SEC’s minimum 1 
rule as well as on the proposed revii 
to the Commission's own mtnlmu 1 
cial requirements. For convenience,! 
CBT-CME proposal has been included! 
an appendix to tills release. Copies oft 
SEC minimum capital rule may be < 
talned from any public library which l 
a copy of the Code of Federal 
tions or from any one of several < 
mercial securities publishers. 

General Summary or Proposed Ri 

VISIONS TO THE COMMISSION* *S 

Financial Rule 

The Commission believes it has an 
firmative responsibility to promi 
and to enforce rules and r. 
which insure, to the extent prac:i 
til at commodity customers are pn | 
from substantial losses of funds due 
the financial failures of futures 
Mon merchants. This responsibility 
cssarily encompasses a duty to m< 
developments In the commodity futi 
industry in order to determine wl 
the Commission's current regulatory 
proach is adequate In light of recent 
anticipated changes in the ind 
Customers trading In regulated cj 
ity futures contracts have his 
been protected from substantial losses 
funds due to FCM financial failures 
a result of a combination of factors, 
eluding: The willingness on the part 
the FCM community to absorb c us toe 
losses resulting from the flnancUlJj; 
ures of FCM’s; direct auditing the 
by the Commission and its predecess 
the Commodity Exchange Authori 
(“CEA”), and. more recently, byfl| 
tract markets: and the requirement 


net 


an 


*Tht current mlulmum financial 
Idi and related reporting requuerofn^ 
he Chicago Board of Trade and of t&ej- 
ago Mercantile Exchange were N>P* 07 ** 
be Commodity Exchange Authority, a R 
ceaaor of the Commlsison. 

Ion 4f (2) of the Act. As a result. \bcmr 

*blch are member* of either oontrej _ 
and conform to the current 

Inanciai standards and related reporu 
[uirements of that contract 
tempted from the present requirement 
emulation 1.17(a). 


Ct 


! fOl 
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i* funds of customers be segregated. 
V*Co :on believes that recent and 
audited changes in the Industry are 
educing a situation In which the pro- 
f Afforded commodity customers by 
of these elements wUl be slgnifi- 
mtb’ reduced. 

Assumption or Customer Losses by 
fcm*s 

While the Commission recognizes that 
’stomers trading in futures contracts 
jjoUted under die Act have historically 

H of FCM financial failures, the 
ission is also aware that additional 
or losses which would otherwise 
ive been borne by customers have been 
rdy absorbed by the FCM com¬ 
ity. The Commission questions 
her. in light of recent industry ex- 
iwn and the proliferation of FCM’s 
Ere not members of any contract 
;rt, the FCM community will con- 
jtiar to be willing to absorb such cus- 
t losses. 

The amount of customer funds rc- 
to be segregated pursuant to the 
and the regulations thereunder, and 
the amount of funds which could 
jeopardized by FCM failures, has in- 
ed dramatically as a result of re- 
growth and the increased number 
commodities subject to regulation un- 
Ifcrthc Art as a result of the Commodity 
es Trading Commission Act of 
♦ • "CFTC Act"). Tills Increase is re¬ 
in the fact that the average 
tion requirement for FCM's 
^edited by the Commission’s staff has 
from $213,517 in 1970 and $459,209 
a 1971 to $2,105,809 in 1970. Conse- 
ly. the size of the average loss the 
PCM community would be called upon to 
Meorb in the future as the result of an 
ICM s financial failure will be consider- 
largcr than it has been In the past. 
E* Commission questions both the will- 
and the ability of the FCM com¬ 
ity to absorb losses ten or more 
i as large as those of the recent past. 
Pwhai>s even more significant in this 
ftftrd is the recent increase in the num- 
terof non-member FCM’s On March 1. 
there were less than twenty non- 
r FCM’s. 9% of the FCM com- 
Ifcaiity Today there are close to 100 
Jo-member FCM’s. comprising over 
^ of all FCM’s. Moreover, this trend 
Jpean to be accelerating, due in part 
*the advent of fully negotiated com¬ 
mon rates. While FCM’s may be will- 
*1 to ubsorb potential customer losses 
arise as the result of the failure 
•Unother FCM which is a member of 
*&me contract market, especially 
*0*0 influenced to do so by the contract 
****** the Commission questions 
■Jther such FCM’s wUl be willing to 
r*°rb customer losses resulting from 
^ failure of a non-member FCM. 

Direct Auditing or FCM’s 

•Industry growth and the increased 
Jfope 0 ( regulation under the Act aa a 
the CFTC Act have led to a 
ISJJP^nt increase in the number of 
I rvRbtered with the Commission. 


In addition, since January 17, 1977. per¬ 
sons who accept funds from customers 
for the purchase or sale of commodity 
options have been required to register as 
futures commission merchants/ These 
factors have combined to increase the 
number of persons registered with the 
Commission as FCM's from 224 on 
March 1. 1974 to over 300 on March 1. 
1977. 

Despite these recent increases in the 
number of registered FCM’s, the size of 
the Commission’s audit staff has re¬ 
mained. and must, due to budgetary con¬ 
straints, remain, relatively constant. As 
a result, the effectiveness of the Commis¬ 
sion's direct audit program has been sig¬ 
nificantly reduced. Prior to requiring per¬ 
sons engaging in commodity option 
transactions to register as futures com¬ 
mission merchants, the Commission had 
sufficient audit resources to conduct au¬ 
dits of most FCM’s once every fifteen to 
eighteen months. 5 The Commission be¬ 
lieves this is too long an interval to per¬ 
mit effective monitoring of the financial 
status of an FCM and to Insure compli¬ 
ance with the segregation requirements 
under the Act. With the addition of op¬ 
tions dealers to the ranks of registered 
FCM’s. this interval must necessarily in¬ 
crease. In addition, the inclusion of com¬ 
modity pool operators within the regula¬ 
tory responsibilities of the Commission 
has placed even further burdens on the 
Commission's audit staff. 

The recent expansion and diversifica¬ 
tion of the industry present similar ob¬ 
stacles to the effectiveness of contract 
market auditing efforts with respect to 
their member FCM’s. In addition, as pre¬ 
viously noted, the number of FCM’s 
which are not members of any contract 
market has risen markedly in recent 
months. Non-member FCM’s are. of 
course, beyond the scope of contract mar¬ 
ket audit programs. While such FCM’s 
could be subject to the surveillance pro¬ 
grams of a registered futures association 
established pursuant to section 17 of the 
Act (a “Title in Association”) the Com¬ 
mission believes that the recent expan¬ 
sion and diversification of the FCM com¬ 
munity makes principal reliance on 
direct auditing by any regulatory orga¬ 
nization an unacceptably inefficient 
regulatory tool. 

Segregation 

The primary safeguard against the 
loss of customer funds resulting from 
the financial failure of an FCM is the 


* See 41 FR 51808 (November 24. 1076). 

•The Commission conducts both general 
and segregation audits of those FCM's which 
ore not members or either the Chicago Board 
of Trade or the Chicago Mercantile Exchange, 
while It normally conducts only segregation 
audita of FCM's which are members of cither 
of those contract markets. 

While periodic audits of FCM's are con¬ 
ducted by the Commission’s staff only once 
every 15 to 18 mouths, more frequent audits 
have been and will continue to be conducted 
of certain FCM’s where such increased fre¬ 
quency appears necessary to insure the safety 
of customer funds and compliance with the 
Act and Commission regulations. 


.segregation requirements of the Act and 
Commission regulations. However, these 
segregation requirement* can provide 
effective customer protection only If 
they are complied with. The Commis¬ 
sion’s audit staff frequently detects 
significant violations of its segregation 
requirements. including substantial 
undersegregotion, regardless of whether 
the FCM Involved has $25,000 in cus¬ 
tomer funds on deposit or $25,000,000. 
Moreover, the Commission has found 
generally that when FCM’s encounter 
financial difficulties, the incidence of 
such violations, especially the incidence 
of undersegregation. increases apprecia¬ 
bly. Therefore, the Commission does not 
believe it can fulfill its statutory man¬ 
date to protect customer funds by rely¬ 
ing solely on segregation. 

The Commission’s Minimum Financial 
Rule 

For the reasons set forth above, the 
Commission believes it is necessary to 
place increased reliance on its minimum 
financial rule to safeguard commodity 
futures customers from losses resulting 
from the financial failures of futures 
commission merchants. In light of this, 
the Commission believes its current min¬ 
imum financial rule should be Improved 
in several essential areas: The treatment 
of long-term debt, of unsecured receiv¬ 
ables from commodity customers, and of 
unsecured trade receivables; the manner 
in which safety factors on open futures 
positions are calculated; the develop¬ 
ment of appropriate safety factors with 
respect to commodity options; and the 
amount of minimum capital which is 
necessary for registration as an FCM. 
The Commission’s proposed revisions 
would eliminate the ability of FCM's to 
finance their brokerage operations al¬ 
most exclusively through the use of long¬ 
term debt, a major shortcoming of the 
current rule. They would also reduce the 
amount of time unsecured receivables 
from customers and unsecured trade re¬ 
ceivables could remain outstanding and 
still be included as current assets In 
computing on FCM’s financial status 
Safety factors on open customer and 
proprietary futures positions would be 
based upon the relative volatility of a 
contract rather than on the market value 
of the contract. A similar approach 
would be used in computing the safety 
factors on commodity options. Under the 
proposed revisions an FCM would be re¬ 
quired to maintain adjusted net capital 
of at least $25,000 or 0%% of aggregate 
indebtedness, whichever is greater, as op¬ 
posed to the present adjusted working 
capital requirements of $10,000 and 5% 
respectively. In addition, under the pro¬ 
posed revisions an FCM would be able to 
compute its minimum financial require¬ 
ments under an entirely new and alter¬ 
native method based upon the amount of 
customer funds required to be segregated 
by the FCM. 

Uniformity 

The Commission believes it is essential 
that oil FCM’s be required to maintain 
an adequate minimum amount of net 
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capital In order to be registered as FCM"s 
and to retain such registration. This 
minimum must be sufficiently high to 
provide commodity customers with ade¬ 
quate protection In light of current con¬ 
ditions in the industry. As discussed 
above, the Commission believes certain 
changes arc necessary In its current 
minimum financial rule to insure such 
on adequate minimum net capital level. 
Since, under the current regulatory 
structure of the futures industry, an 
FCM may be subject to Uie minimum fi¬ 
nancial requirements of the Chicago 
Board of Trade or the Chicago Mercan¬ 
tile Exchange rather than those of the 
Commission, the rule* of these contract 
markets must also require FCM's to 
maintain an adequate minimum level of 
net capital. The Commission docs not 
believe that the current minimum finan¬ 
cial requirements of these exchanges es¬ 
tablish adequate minimum capital levels 
for entrance into and continuance In the 
FCM business. In light of this, and for 
the reasons set forth below, the Com¬ 
mission believes it is appropriate at this 
time to utilise the public rule-making 
forum to develop a uniform minimum 
financial rule for use throughout the fu¬ 
tures Industry. Such a rule must, in the 
Commission's view, accomplish two ob¬ 
jectives. First, and most importantly, It 
must establish a uniform method for 
evaluating an FCM’s financial status. 
Secondly, it must establish for the entire 
FCM community one standard minimum 
financial prerequisite to registration as 
an FCM.* The Commission's proposed 
rule changes would accomplish these 
objectives. 

The establishment of a single uniform 
rule for use in the futures industry, with 
the authority for interpretation of the 
rule vested in the Commission, would 
also eliminate the unnecessary regula¬ 
tory burden placed upon FCM’s by the 
existence of multiple minimum financial 


‘The establishment of a standard mini¬ 
mum financial prerequisite for registration 
aa an FCM would not. however, preclude con¬ 
tract markets from establishing, where ap¬ 
propriate. i trie ter financial requirements for 
their member FCM's than those set forth In 
the Commission's proposed rule. For example, 
a contract market might reasonably conclude 
that a higher minimum net level should be 
required for metnberahtp la the contract 
market's clearing organization. However, the 
computational formula used to determine 
compliance with such stricter requirements 
would be the as me throughout the futures 
Industry. See n. 5. 

Similarly. It may be appropriate for tne 
Commission to establish higher minimum 
net capital requirements for those FCM*» 
which are not members of a contract market 
or other self-regulatory organization which 
adopts and enforce*, through an effective sur¬ 
veillance program adequate minimum net 
capital requirements for Its members. The 
Commlwion specifically requests comment on 
the appropriateness of such higher stand¬ 
ards. especially in light of the Commies ton's 
responsibility under section 15 of the Act to 
utilize the "least anticompetitive means of 
achieving the objectives" of the Act. How¬ 
ever, as with stricter contract market re¬ 
quirements, the computational formula used 
to determine compliance with such require¬ 
ments would be those of the uniform rule. 


rules. There are currently three differ¬ 
ent minimum financial rules used in the 
commodity futures industry to monitor 
the financial status of FCM’s. Under the 
p r es e n t regulatory structure in the in¬ 
dustry, many FCM’s are subject to two 
of these rules simultaneously. The estab¬ 
lishment of a uniform rule, for use In 
the industry would relieve these FCM's 
of the burden of complying with two 
different rules simultaneously. 1 

The existence of several different min¬ 
imum financial rules also hinders the 
development of an effective financial sur¬ 
veillance program by a Title in Associa¬ 
tion. If an FCM is a member of two dif¬ 
ferent contract markets with two differ¬ 
ent financial rules, a Title in Association 
responsible for monitoring the financial 
status of the FCM for both these contract 
markets must leam and apply the dif¬ 
fering rules of both contract markets to 
the FCM. If. as discussed more fully be¬ 
low. each contract market is required to 
adopt and to enforce Its own minimum 
flnnancial rule, this problem could be 
compounded ten-fold. 

Over 50 FCM’s, representing approxi¬ 
mately one-half of all commodity cus¬ 
tomer business In the futures industry, 
are also registered with the Securities 
and Exchange Commission os securities 
brokers or dealers and are accordingly 
subject to the minimum financial rule 
of that agency. As a result, many FCM/ 
broker-dealers arc currently subject to as 
many as three different minimum finan¬ 
cial rules simultaneously. The major re¬ 
visions which the Commission believes 
must be made in its minimum fi n a ncia l 
rule to provide for effective regulation of 
the FCM community would, to a great 
extent, eliminate the major differences 
between the Commission’s rule and the 
minimum financial rule Imposed upon 
brokers and dealers by the SEC. In an 
effort to eliminate the duplicative regu¬ 
latory burden to which Joint FCM J 
broker-dealer registrants are subject, the 
Commission is also proposing several 
minor changes in Its current minimum 
financial rule, in addition to those nec¬ 
essitated by changes in the commodity 
futures industry and the scope of regu¬ 
lation under the Act. which would elimi¬ 
nate many of the minor differences be¬ 
tween the Commission’s proposed rule 
and that of the SEC. Nonetheless, cer¬ 
tain differences remain between the 
Commisian’s proposal and the rule of the 
SEC. Cooperative efforts have begun be¬ 
tween Die Commission's staff and repre¬ 
sentatives of the SEC which, with the 
benefit of comment, submitted by the 


• While FCM's might still be required to 
comply with different minimum financial 
standards by different contract marker*, the 
establishment of a single uniform rule by 
the Commission, utilizing a uniform method 
of computing an FCM's net capital, would 
eliminate the necessity of computing an 
FCM’s finAndAl status pursuant to several 
significantly different computational for¬ 
mulas As a result, an FCM would only have 
to demonstrate compliance with the moat 
stringent minimum financial requirements 
to which it l* subject to demonstrate com¬ 
pliance with all other such rules. 


public in response to this proposal, \ 
Commission anticipates will result to \a 
resolution of many of theso differ^J 
before final action Is taken on this prl 
posnl. The Commission believes that id 
few differences which might trmadn U 
tween the Commission's rule und 1 
of the SEC after culmination of thaj 
cooperative efforts would be nppfad 
only to those FCM's which rdy, tz u \ 
In a cash commodity, mar.uf: ic -turSi 
cooperative business— bus. n c 

which few, if any. FCM/broi cr-dc 
engnge. Moreover, the Commission u* 
ctpates that the nature of these diffe, 
ences will be such that an FCM eottjjM 
lng with the SEC’s minimum fm/mc 
rule would also be In compliance tf 
that of the Commission in that the c 
imrnn capital requirements of the 1 
would In all instances be more r trtnj|« 
than those of the Commhsk>r. If i*x 
uniformity is attained. tho?c f 
which are also registered with 
as securities broker-dealer , will be shl 
to comply with the Commission's finrA 
clal reporting requirements by stisgfl 
filing copies of the SEC7 FOCUS J 
port 1 with the Commission. 

Cash Hotrsxs a*d Producud 

Several comments received by tb 
Commission in response to Its October! 
1976 proposal argued that application! 
a minimum financial rule similar in I 
oretical basis to that employed by I 
SEC would needlesdy exclude a 
class of futures commission mercha 
from tlie FCM business to the detrij 
of the commodity futures industry 
class of FCM’s 1a composed of lira 
whose primary' business is othe; tha^ 
the brokerage business and whose | 
business is merely incidental to theirm 
mary business activities <such os 
fneturers. processors of commodltic 
cooperative associations'. These 
typically make extensive use of lonr-:e 
debt to finance their primsry ■■ 
activities. Since many of the asset* tcA 
quired by such firms through the a* oq 
long-term debt would not fall within l‘ 
definition of “current assets" in the r** 
posed revisions to regulation 117, ] 
eluding such firms from using such i 
to offset long-term debt in evahi 
their financial status may make U kM 
possible for these firms to comply 1 * 
the Commission's proposed minti 
financial requirements. 


• For example, under the Comm:’4 pr* 
oeed rule, unsecured receivables reeuluM 
rom the marketing of commodiue* 

a certain circumstances, be included 
omputlng an FCM's net capital Under 
EC* current rule, such racelvab’.ea n 
ever be included in compute: a 
taler's net capital. If this differc^re ** 
tmain after adoption of the 
ropoeed rule changes, an FCM/brohrr-^^* 
hose net capital aatutfiee the minimum rr 
uirrcnrnU or the SKC would oho nu 
hose of the Commission In that 
omputed without including the 
receivable* referred to above can . 

realer than net capital computed ■ 
luding such receivables. 

* The Financial and Operational Oamm 
rntform Single Report under the 5^ 1 
kchange Act of 1934 
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I The Commission believes that the ex- 
I citron of such firms from the PCM busi- 
[cess may be unnecessary in terms of 
I customer protection and detrimental to 
I the futures industry. Accordingly, the 
■ proposed revisions to regulation 1.17 
I fculd permit an PCM to reduce its lia- 
I bQtties m evaluating its financial status 
I to the extent of the net book value of 
I plant, property, and equipment used In 
I the processing, manufacturing, storage 
I or shipment of commodities, their prod- 
[ucU and by-products for a reportable 
lament of the firms’ business, but not 
I for the brokerage segments.* Such assets 
I cttiid not be used to offset the long-term 
I debt, however, if they have been in- 
Ic&ded in current assets. The CommLs- 
I jioa believes this represents an accept - 
I Able approach to these firms whose pri- 
I cm business is other than the brokcr- 
I j*e business. However, the Commission 
Irtquests comment on the approprlate- 
| lies? of this approach and on alternative 
I methods of treating such FCM’s. 

Unitormity and the CBT-CME 
Proposal 

The CBT-CME proposal would deal 
I tub duplicative minimum financial re- 
|e»rcmenU and the existence of FCM’s 
those primary business is other than the 
[ brokerage business by developing a rule 
[for all their nonbroker/dealer PCM 
I aonbers which can be complied with by 
I those few members whose PCM business 
a Incidental to their primary business 
I ind by exempting from this rule those 
FCM 5 which are also securities brokers 
or dealers and comply with the minimum 
ItoiDdal requirements of the SEC. As 
mentioned above, approximately one half 
of all commodity customer business is 
transacted through FCM’s which are also 
broker-dealers. Consequently, the effect 
of the CBT-CME proposal would be to 
place one half of the PCM community 
tinder one minimum financial rule and 
the other half under another rule which 
utilizes an entirely different method of 
computing capital. Under the Commis- 
wo’s proposed rule, all FCM’s would 
required to use the same computa- 
taosl method and would be subject to 
&e same uniform minimum require¬ 
ments. 

8un*ury of Proposed Revisions to 
Regulation 1.17 

1*09000 REGULATION I.IT(A)—MINIMUM 
NET CAPITAL 

Regulation 1.17<a) currently requires 
| ‘4ures commission merchants to main- 
i adjusted working capital equal to or 
* excess of whichever of the following is 
lister: <l) $10,000 or (2) the sum of the 
[ J^ety factors set forth in regulations 
u * 1(1 and (e> plus 5 percent of ag- 

t juIJk® !erm “reportable aegment** of an 
•Wa la a concept used under gen- 

u; accepted accounting principles to de- 
i 4 Significant portion of a subject firm's 
^ See Financial Reporting for Seg- 
i °f • Bualnesa Enterprise (Statement of 
Accounting Standards No. 14. 


gregale indebtedness. The Commission 
believes that these mini mums may not 
provide commodity customers with ade¬ 
quate protection in light of the signifi¬ 
cant changes which are occurring in the 
industry and in the Commission’s ability 
to monitor the financial condition of 
FCM’s. A similar conclusion was ap¬ 
parently drawn by the Chicago Board of 
Trade and the Chicago Mercantile Ex¬ 
change. The joint proposal submitted by 
those exchanges would require all FCM's 
to maintain adjusted working capital 
equal to or in excess of whichever of the 
following is greater. (1) $50,000 or (2) 
an amount equal to the sum of the safety 
factors plus 6%, percent of aggregate in¬ 
debtedness. The Commission’s proposed 
revisions to regulation 1.17(a) would re¬ 
quire each futures commission mer¬ 
chant to maintain adjusted net capital 
equal to or in excess of the greater of: 
(1) $25,000 or (2) 6% percent of ag¬ 
gregate indebtedness. Adjusted net capi¬ 
tal would differ from adjusted working 
capital in two principal areas. First, in 
the proposed revisions to regulation 1.17, 
the safety factors are deducted In com¬ 
puting adjusted net capital prior to the 
comparison required by regulation 
1.17(a). Second, the basic computation 
In determining adjusted net capital is a 
subtraction from current assets (which 
w'ould be expanded in the proposed revi¬ 
sions) of all non-subordinated liabilities. 
The basic computation used to determine 
adjusted working capital under present 
regulation 1.17 is current assets minus all 
non-subordinated current liabilities* 

The proposed rule would require that 
an PCM be in compliance with the rule 
at all times and be able to demonstrate 
such compliance to the satisfaction of the 
Commission and any contract market of 
which the FCM is a member. If an FCM 
is not in compliance with the rule or Is 
unable to demonstrate such compliance, 
the FCM must Immediately cease doing 
new business until such time as it is able 
to demonstrate compliance with the rule. 
The Commission would, however, have 
the flexibility to allow an FCM to trade 
for liquidation purposes only while 
undercapitalized: such trading would 
normally take place under the direct 
supervision of a contract market or the 
Commission’s staff. In its present form, 
regulation 1.17 requires an PCM to be in 
compliance with the rule at all times, 
but the burden of demonstrating non- 
compliance rests to a much greater ex¬ 
tent with the Commission and the con¬ 
tract markets. 

ALTERNATIVE MINIMUM REQUIREMENT 

The proposed revisions to regulation 
1.17(a) would also allow futures comm Is - 


• "Current ameta." "iUbUiUe».". "current 
liabilities." and ’safety factor*’ are specifi¬ 
cally defined in regulation 1.17 and the pro¬ 

posed amend menu thereto. In general, a 
aafety factor is a percentage of the value of 
an open customer or proprietary commodity 
futures contract or commodity option 
deducted from an FCM’s net capital In order 
to account for the risks Incurred by the FCM 
In maintaining such open contracts. 


slon merchants to be subject to an al¬ 
ternative capital requirement based upon 
a concept which is entirely new to the 
futures industry. The principal purpose 
of minimum capital requirements for 
futures commission merchants is to in¬ 
sure the safety of customer funds. It is 
logical then to base an FCM’s minimum 
requirements upon the amount of cus¬ 
tomer funds held by the PCM. The Com¬ 
mission's proposed alternative require¬ 
ment would, for the first time, directly in¬ 
tegrate an FCM’s minimum capital re¬ 
quirements with its segregation require¬ 
ments. Specifically, a futures commission 
merchant would be required to maintain 
adjusted net capital equal to or In excess 
of the greater of $100,000 or 4 percent of 
the funds required to be segregated pur¬ 
suant to the Act and the regulations 
thereunder plus, for securities brokers or 
dealers, 4 percent of aggregate debit 
items computed in accordance with the 
formula for determination of reserve re¬ 
quirements, SEC rule 15c3-3a (17 CFR 
240.15c3-3a>. 

SEC rule 15c3-3a currently provides 
that a broker-dealer w’hich has elected 
to operate pursuant to that agency’s 
alternative minimum net capital require¬ 
ment must maintain adjusted net 
capital equal to or in excess of $100,000 
or 4 percent of aggregate debit items 
computed in accordance with the 
formula for determination of reserve 
requirements for brokers and dealers 
(Exhibit A to SEC Rule 15c3-3, 17 CFR 
240.15c3-3a). The Commission believes 
this alternative capital requirement 
would not provide adequate protection 
for commodity customers of FCM’s. 
especially those with little or no securi¬ 
ties business, if such FCM’s were per¬ 
mitted to satisfy the Commission’s 
minimum financial requirements by 
complying with this alternative require¬ 
ment. However, because of the flexibility 
this alternative requirement would 
afford FCM’s in obtaining capital and in 
order to enable FCM/broker-dealers to 
utilize the SEC’s alternative requirement 
without being forced to comply with a 
different requirement under Commission 
regulations, the Commission is proposing 
the alternative to its own requirements 
set forth in the above paragraph. The 
Commission believes that this proposed 
alternative requirement would provide 
adequate protection for the commodity 
customers of an FCM because of its 
interrelationship with the FCM’s segre¬ 
gation requirements. The Commission 
points out, however, that the adoption 
of this alternative requirement will not 
prevent the implementation of a uniform 
minimum financial rule for the futures 
industry. As with the more stringent 
requirements which may. in certain 
cases, be Imposed upon FCM’s by the 
contract markets of which they are 
members. FCMs electing to operate 
pursuant to this alternative requirement 
would be required to compute their net 
capital to determine compliance with 
this alternative requirement pursuant to 
the uniform computational formula set 
forth in proposed regulation 1.17. 
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ASSETS AND LIABILITIES PECULIAR 
TO THE SECURITIES INDUSTRY 

With respect to assets and liabilities 
which are peculiar to the securities In- 
du&try. such as securities failed to 
receive and failed to deliver and securi¬ 
ties In transit, the Commission believes 
it should rely on the expertise of the 
Securities and Exchange Commission for 
the minimum net capital treatment of 
such assets or liabilities. Proposed 
regulation l-17ib) provides accordingly. 

CURRENT ASSETS 

Proposed regulation 1.17(c) * 1 ) defines 
"net capital" as "the amount by which 
current assets exceed liabilities.” Pro¬ 
posed regulation 1.17<e)<2> defines 
current assets generally as cash and 
other assets or resources commonly 
identified as those which are reasonably 
expected to be realized in cash or sold 
during the next twelve months. Certain 
items are then specifically Included or 
excluded from current assets. The basic 
concept used by the Commission In 
determining whether to Include or to 
exclude an asset from current assets is 
the liquidity of the asset. 

Unsecured ” deficits in commodity 
futures or commodity option accounts, 
whether customer or proprietary. are 
specifically excluded from current assets 
except for those unsecured accounts 
which are subject to current calls for 
margin outstanding five (5) business 
days or less. Regulation 1.17 presently 
allows unsecured customer deficits up 
to thirty days old to be included in cur¬ 
rent assets. This appears to be too long 
a time span for unsecured deficits to be 
outstanding and still be included in cur¬ 
rent assets. Moreover, the existence of 
large outstanding unsecured deficits 
has historically been a frequent cause 
of PCM financial difficulties. The CBT- 
CME proposal would reduce the period 
of Lime such unsecured receivables 
could remain outstanding and still be 
Included In current assets from 30 to 15 
days. 

Regulation 1.17 presently allows as a 
current asset any other unsecured reclv- 


» Proposed regulation 1 17(c)(3) providm 
that a receivable may be considered ' secured'* 
for purpose* of including that receivable in 
current assets where the receivable la secured 
by collateral which Is otherwise unencum¬ 
bered and which can be readily converted 
into cash equal to or In excess of that part 
of the receivable which la shown In the PORTS 
records aa aecured and where one of the fol¬ 
lowing luma la present: (a) the collateral 
la In tho pooa&adon or control of the PCM; 
or (b) the PCM has a legally enforceable, 
written security agreement, signed by the 
debtor, and has a perfected security Interest 
In the collateral within the meaning of the 
laws of the state in which the collateral la 
located. 

The question of which collateral can be 
readily converted Into cash should be deter¬ 
mined on a oaae by caae baaia. although the 
following should not be considered as read¬ 
ily convertible into cash: real estate, build¬ 
ings, furniture and fixtures, exchange mem¬ 
bership. goodwill, prepaid Items, and se¬ 
curities without a ready market. 


able which S & due and collectable within 
six months from the date of its Inception. 
The intent of this provision was to per¬ 
mit FCM’s to include unsecured trade 
receivables, cash commodity receivables 
arising from other than commodity fu¬ 
tures or option transactions, in current 
assets. However, the present provisions 
of regulation 1.17 arc worded so broadly 
that assets of a very dubious nature and 
of questionable liquidity have been In¬ 
cluded In the capital computations of 
many FCM's. The proposed revisions to 
regulation 1.17 specifically define those 
categories of trade receivables which may 
be Included in current assets by an FCM 
in computing Its net capital and limit 
the amount of time such receivables may 
remain outstanding and still be Included 
In current assets. More precisely, under 
the proposed revisions of regulation 1.17, 
all unsecured receivables other than 
those otherwise specifically dealt with In 
the proposed regulation, including ad¬ 
vances and loons, are excluded from cur¬ 
rent assets except for: 

(a) receivables resulting from the 
marketing of commodities and their 
products and by-products, which are out¬ 
standing not more than thirty days past 
the Invoice due date and the invoice due 
date Is not later than 30 days past the 
date for w'hlch the computation of net 
capital is being made: " 

<b> interest receivable, floor broker¬ 
age receivable, certain realized commis¬ 
sions receivable, and dividends receiva¬ 
ble where such receivables are not out¬ 
standing longer than 30 days; 

(c) all receivables from clearing orga¬ 
nizations. option clearing organizations, 
foreign clearing organizations, and se¬ 
curities clearing organizations; 

<d) all receivables from futures com¬ 
mission merchants or brokers resulting 
from commodity futures or commodity 
option transactions; and 

(e) Insurance claims which meet the 
provisions of proposed regulation 1.17(c) 
(2>(ID(E>. 

Also excluded from current asset* un¬ 
der the proposed rule arc all prepaid ex¬ 
penses and deferred charges, and all 
Inventories except for: 

(1) Readily marketable spot commodities, 

(2) Readily marketable securities. 

(3) Work la process and finished goods In¬ 
ventory which result from the processing of 
commodities, and 

(4) Raw materials which will be combined 
with spot commodities to produce a finished 
processed commodity. 

All assets which are doubtful of collec¬ 
tion or realization, less any reserves es¬ 
tablished therefore, and all exchange 
memberships would be excluded from 
current assets under the proposed rule. 
However, fixed assets and other assets 
which would otherwise be considered 
non-current assets may be included in 
current asset* to the extent these assets 


“ Such receivable* could not be Includ ed in 
current assets under SBC rule 16cS-1. 17 CTO 
240 !5c5-l See n 0. 


adequately collateralize long-term te l 
debtedness. 1 * 

LIABILITIES-—LONC-TtRM DEBT 

The Commission believes that two# I 
the primary purposes of a minimum IS | 
nancial rule must be to prevent *sir*| 
priso bankruptcies." the bankruptcy : I 
Insolvency of an PCM without r ufflcirrt | 
advanced warning being given to tig| 
organizations charged with the respor.. | 
sibiHty of regulating the FCM. and to I 
insure that each futures commtata] 
merchant has an adequate capita! bowl 
to enable effective steps to be taken to] 
prevent significant losses of NxwtI 
funds prior to actual insolvency In thJil 
regard, it appears essential that futnrei| 
commission merchants be required to I 
have a permanent capital bo.** for thrift 
PCM operations. The most serious fe-1 
flclency in current regulation 1 17 is the I 
impermanence of the capital which sal 
FCM may use to comply with the rule J I 

Under current regulation 1.17 and the I 
CBT-CME proposal, an FCM may ft-1 
nance its FCM business solely through! 
the use of non-subordinated. Ion;:-tans | 
debt. An PCM may actually be Insolvent! 
and still comply with the requirement* I 
of current regulation 1.17 and the CBT-| 
CME proposal. The Commission bdfevwl 
this makes It inappropriate to dbtto-l 
guish between current liabilities andj 
non-subordinated, long-term Hahdffitol 
in evaluating an FCM’S financial state.| 
In the event on FCM is forced Into bank¬ 
ruptcy. the treatment of the FCM’s air* I 
rent liabilities and long-term debt b] 
Identical—both represent immediate | 

claims upon the estate of the FCM." 
Moreover, most non-subordinated. Uni¬ 
term debt agreements contain nrcetera-1 
tlon clauses which operate to transfonn 
such long-term debt into a current lia¬ 
bility and can. therefore, quickly change! 
the status of an FCM's liquidity without 
adequate advance warning to the Com¬ 
mission or any self-regulatory' organiza¬ 
tion. Many of these acceleration clausa 
provide generally that If the FCM dr- 


** Proposed regulation 1.17(C)(7) yt«rid*» 1 
tliat liabilities may bo deemed "adequateh I 
col Interallied" when, pursuant to n le **“T ] 
enforceable written instrument, those UabUl- [ 
tie* are eecured by Identified asset* that a** 
otherwise unencumbered and tbr niorMt 
value of ouch asset* exceeds the amount of 
•uch liabilities. 

“The impermanence of capital u» 
new problem One of the most serlo-iA pw , 
lema whch was encountered by the 
Industry in the 1968-70 period, durir.g 
substantial amounts of security customer* 
funds were lost as the reeult of the ] 
ruptele* of several aecuiitlea broker-dcairr* 
was the inadequacy and Impermanence ( 
capital. This was extensively di*ow*a» j 
the SEC's Study of Unsafe and Unsound Prac¬ 
tices of Brokers and Dealers, HU Doc 
92 -231. 92d Cong.. 1st 8e*s. (1071). 

*» While the Commission believes . 

funds held in segregation would be *£*] 
quately protected In the event of * t ... . 
ruptcy of an FCM. the Commission R 
experience has disclosed numerous rl ° l * i 
of the Oamvnts*Jon’s segregation Wiirem* 
by FCM's. particularly by those expertar.o f j 
financial difficulties. 
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fault* on any payment, the entire balance 
of the loan becomes immediately due and 
payable Many also provide that if the 
fCM s net worth is reduced below a cer¬ 
tain point the entire loan becomes Im¬ 
mediately due and payable. In either 
event the creditor would have an abil¬ 
ity to force the FCM into bankruptcy 
If the loan obligation could not be paid. 

In light of the above, the Commission 
believes It Is essential that all non-sub- 
ordlnated debt, current as well as long¬ 
term be subtracted from current assets 
to evaluating an FCMs financial status. 
The Commission points out, however, 
that thL proposed rule change would not 
preclude an FCM from making extensive 
use of Mibordinated. long-term debt to 
finance Its PCM business. Subordinated 
loan ut-:reementa must, by definition, 
subordinate the claims of the lender to 
those of the FCM’s commodity customers 
tod cannot contain acceleration clauses 
such as those referred to above. As a 
result, subordinated debt provides com¬ 
modity . ustomers with many, though not 
all. of the protections inherent in an 
actual permanent capital base and 
would not be treated in the same manner 
as m:. -subordinated, long-term debt 
under the proposed revisions to regula¬ 
tion 1.17“ 

LIABILITIES—IN GENERAL 

The Commission's proposed rule 
changes would define the term "liabil- 
tUef' in regulation 1.17(c) (4) to include 
aQ liabilities of a futures commission 
merchant arising in connection with any 
transaction whatsoever. Including eco¬ 
nomic obligations of an FCM that are 
recognized and measured in conformity 
with generally accepted accounting prin¬ 
ciple* "Liabilities” would also include 
certain deferred credits (such as deferred 
income taxes payable) that are not ob¬ 
ligations but are recognized and meas¬ 
ured in conformity with generally ac¬ 
cepted accounting principles. The defini¬ 
tion of liabilities is not Intended to in¬ 
clude items such as contingent liabilities 
or non -capitalized leases which arc nor- 
ntally disclosed in footnotes to financial 
statements but are not required to be 
^corded as liabilities under generally ac¬ 
cepted accounting principles. 

In addition, certain Items are specifi¬ 
cally included or excluded from liabil¬ 
ities. S x'clflcaUy excluded arc: 

•a* Adequately subordinated debt 

(b> Funds in segregation, provided 
that the money, securities and other 
Property held in segregated accounts 
nave also been excluded from current 
in computing net capital: 

Certain deferred income taxes pay¬ 
able; and 


■The* Commlauion strews that tubor- 
borawrtngi do not provide coimnod* 
lty cmr.ometB with the degree of protection 
Proviiei by a permanent cepltal base; there¬ 
fore. m dueuwed more fully below, certain 
umitAMona would alw> bo placed on the use 
^subordinated debt under the propose* 

"The requirement* for a tatUfactory sub- 
*~***tlaii agreement are rpeclfied In pro- 
P 0 *** rogulatloQ 1.17(h). 


(d» Long-term liabilities to the extent 
of the net book value of plant, property 
and equipment which is used In the proc¬ 
essing. manufacture, storage or ship¬ 
ment of commodities, their products and 
by-products in a reportable segment of 
the FCM’s business other than the brok¬ 
erage business, provided such assets are 
not included in current assets. 

A sole proprietor FCM must also in¬ 
clude in liabilities the excess of those 
liabilities which have not been Incurred 
in the course of his FCM business over 
the assets not used in that business. 

ADJUSTED NET CAPITAL 

Proposed regulation 1.17(c)(5) defines 
"adjusted net capital” as net capital less 
certain safety factors and haircuts which 
are specifically set forth therein. 

The safety factor computations cur¬ 
rently provided for In regulations 1.17 
(d) and (e) with respect to open com¬ 
modity futures contracts are based upon 
the dollar values of such contracts. As a 
result, the safety factors for high dollar 
value, low volatility contracts are dis¬ 
proportionately high in terms of the 
risks involved in trading in such con¬ 
tracts when compared with the safety 
factors on highly volatile, low-dollar con¬ 
tracts. In order to relate the safety fac¬ 
tors on a particular contract to the risks 
involved in trading in that contract, the 
Commission is proposing the adoption of 
a new safety factor computation based 
on the volatility rather than the dollar 
value of each contract. Specifically, the 
safety factor on a particular contract 
under the proposed rule would be based 
on a percentage of a standard fluctua¬ 
tion of the price of that contract. 

The standard fluctuation of a contract 
would be determined by measuring the 
price change in each delivery month of 
the contract over a flve-business-day pe¬ 
riod beginning with each business day 
during the past six months. These price 
changes would be averaged to obtain the 
mean five-business-day price change for 
all delivery months. Three standard 
deviations would then be computed from 
the data, and added to. the mean to ar¬ 
rive at the standard fluctuation for the 
commodity. 

Standard fluctuations would be pub¬ 
lished in dollar amounts for a specified 
quantity of each commodity. The safety 
factor for proprietary positions would be 
100 percent of this dollar amount, ad¬ 
justed to correspond to the quantity of 
the contract for which the safety factor 
is being determined The safety factor for 
customer positions would be 5 percent of 
this amount, adjusted in the same man¬ 
ner. The Commission anticipates that 
the safety factors with respect to both 
customer and proprietary open trades or 
contracts would closely approximate the 
dollar amounts of the present safety 
factors for most commodities. For ex¬ 
ample. a typical mean flve-business-day 
price change for a 5.000 bushel com con¬ 
tract would be approximately 1360. with 
a standard deviation of approximately 
$200. The standard fluctuation <and the 
proprietary safety factor) for the con¬ 
tract would be approximately $960 ($360 


plus 3 times the standard deviation of 
$200). The customer safety factor would 
be five percent of this or $48 The cur¬ 
rent safety factors on proprietary and 
customer positions are in the neighbor¬ 
hood of $1250 and $62. respectively. For a 
5,000 troy ounce silver contract, a typical 
mean 5-business-day price change would 
be $980 with a standard deviation of $415. 
The standard fluctuation, and the pro¬ 
prietary safety factor, would be $2225 
<$980 plus 3 times the standard deviation 
of $415). The customer safety factor 
would be $111. The current proprietary 
and customer safety factors on this con¬ 
tract are in the neighborhood of $2450 
and $123, respectively. A typical mean 5- 
business-day price change for a 50.000 
pound Maine potato contract would be 
approximately $420. with a standard 
deviation of approximately $270. The 
standard fluctuation (and the propri¬ 
etary safety factor) for the contract 
would be approximately $1330 ($420 plus 
3 times the standard deviation of $270). 
The customer safety factor would be five 
percent of this or $61. The current safety 
factors on proprietary and customer 
positions are in the neighborhood of $280 
to $550 and $14 to $28 respectively. The 
reason for the large change from the cur¬ 
rent safety factor to the proposed safety 
factor for potatoes is that the current 
safety factor does not properly reflect the 
volatility of potatoes In relation to the 
safety factors of most other commodities. 

The Commission recognizes that the 
ability of an FCM to anticipate its future 
capital needs and to plan accordingly is 
critical. Safety factors on all commodi¬ 
ties would be re-computed by the Com¬ 
mission on a semi-annual basis and pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register at least 
thirty days prior to their effective date. 
The Commission would have the ability 
to adjust safety factors in response to 
unusually volatile or dangerous market 
situations, such as those which recently 
occurred in orange juice and Mexican 
Pesos: however, the Commission antici¬ 
pates that such interim adjustments 
would be rare. If such adjustments are 
necessary, the Commission will give as 
much advance notice as possible. More¬ 
over. the existence of aberrant market 
conditions necessitating such action 
would in itself alert the FCM community 
to the possibility of interim safety factor 
adjustments. 

SAFETY FACTORS ON COMMODITY OPTIONS 

Under current regulation 1.17, no spe¬ 
cific treatment Is provided for open com¬ 
modity option contracts held in cus¬ 
tomers' or proprietary accounts of FCM. 
The Commission believes it may be ap¬ 
propriate to treat commodity options 
similar to commodity futures contracts 
tn evaluating an FCM's financial status. 
Accordingly, in proposed regulation 1.17 
(c) (5) (xil), the Commission has set 
forth a series of proposed safety factors 
with respect to open commodity option 
contracts which are based upon the vola¬ 
tility of the underlying futures contract 
or of the futures contract on the com¬ 
modity which is the subject of such op¬ 
tion. These proposed safety factors re- 
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late only to commodity options which are 
traded on a commodity option exchange 
and which can neither be liquidated nor 
offset by another transaction on that ex¬ 
change but are allowed only to expire or 
be exercised. These are the type of com¬ 
modity options which are currently 
traded by members of the London Metals 
Exchange and the International Com¬ 
modities Clearing House. In the event a 
different form of commodity option con¬ 
tract is developed by a United States 
commodity option exchange pursuant to 
Commission regulations governing a test 
program in domestic commodity options, 
the Commission will propose the adop¬ 
tion of appropriate safety factors with 
regard to such options. However, until 
such time as the Commission has had the 
opportunity to conduct a comprehensive 
review and study of a proposal for such 
options, the Commission believes it would 
be inappropriate to attempt to design 
safety factors for such options” 

The Commission believes that a com¬ 
modity option contract which is part of a 
spread or straddle position should not 
be subject to the identical safety factor 
which is Imposed upon a commodity op¬ 
tion which la not part of a spread or 
straddle position. However, in attempting 
to adjust the safety factors on commod¬ 
ity options to account for the various 
spread and straddle positions which 
commodity options make possible when 
combined with other commodity options 
or commodity futures or cash commodity 
positions, the Commission is faced with 
an extremely complex problem. For ex¬ 
ample. what are the appropriate safety 
factors in the following situations: 

(i) Where a long call or long put com¬ 
modity option is used to cover a short or 
long futures contract; 

(ii) Where a short or long futures con¬ 
tract is used to cover a short put or short 
call commodity option; 

(lil> Where one option is used to cover 
another option, especially in the situa¬ 
tion where the two options have dif¬ 
ferent striking prices; and 

(iv> Where a commodity option is used 
to cover cash inventory or cash inven¬ 
tory is used to cover a commodity 
option. 

There are more than 50 separate and dis¬ 
tinct safety factor computations which 
might be developed to cover the various 
spread or straddle positions which could 
arise through the combination of com¬ 
modity options, commodity futures con¬ 
tracts and cash positions. The Commis¬ 
sion has set forth in proposed regulation 
1.17(c) (5) (xll) a series of 15 specific 


17 On March SO, 1977. the Commission 
stated that It hoped to adopt the revisions 
to regulation i.17 proposed today to coincide 
with the Implementation of a pilot program 
for trading commodity options. 42 FR 18250 
(April 5, 1977). The Commission further 
stated that If this is not possible. It would 
propose modification of | 1.17 aolely with 
respect to commodity option trading Since 
the comment period on the proposed revi¬ 
sions to regulation 1.17 does not end until 
November 1. 1977, this latter approach now 
appears more likely. 


safety factor computations which it be¬ 
lieves represent the optimum balance be¬ 
tween a propor evaluation of an FCM’s 
financial status and the complexities in¬ 
volved in evaluating this status with re¬ 
spect to safety factors imposed on com¬ 
modity options contracts. However, the 
Commission specifically requests com¬ 
ment on the appropriateness of these 
safety factors and on any additional or 
alternative safety factors which might 
reduce the complexities of computation 
and provide for a more appropriate 
method of evaluating the financial 
status of an PCM engaging in commod¬ 
ity option transactions for its own ac¬ 
count and those of It s customers. 

ALTERNATIVES TO THE USE OF SAFETY 
FACTORS 

As can be seen from the above dis¬ 
cussion of safety factors on commodity 
futures and options, these items add 
significantly to the complexity of an 
FCM’s net capital computation. The 
Commission believes it may be possible 
to develop simpler safety factors or an 
acceptable alternative to the use of 
safety factors in general and specifically 
requests comment in this area. In this 
regard, the Commission points out that 
it may be possible to develop an approach 
to customer positions which differs from 
that used with respect to proprietary 
positions. For example, an acceptable 
alternative to safety factors on customer 
positions might be based upon the mar¬ 
gin requirements of a contract market or 
its clearing house or upon the price limits 
of a contract. The Commission specifi¬ 
cally requests comment on the appropri¬ 
ateness of this type of approach 

AGGREGATE INDEBTEDNESS 

Proposed regulation 1.17(c)(0) defines 
the term "aggregate indebtedness” as 
“liabilities,” as defined In paragraph (c) 
(4) of the proposed rule, less the follow¬ 
ing: 

<a> Indebtedness adequately collat¬ 
eralized by spot commodities or securi¬ 
ties which are carried long by the PCM 
or by securities which collateralize a 
secured demand note pursuant to para¬ 
graph <h> of the proposed rule: 

<b) Advances received by the FCM 
against bills of lading issued: 

(c) Credit balances in the accounts of 
general partners; 

<d) Long-term debt adequately col¬ 
lateralized; 

(e) Certain liabilities which are effec¬ 
tively subordinated to claims of creditors, 
but which arc not subject to a satisfac¬ 
tory subordination agreement, as defined 
in proposed regulation 1.17(h); and 

(f) Deferred tax liabilities not already 
specifically excluded from liabilities. 

PORPOSED LIMITATIONS ON SUBORDINATED 
DEBT AND WITHDRAWAL OF CAPITAL 

As previously discussed, the Commis¬ 
sion believes one of the principal inade¬ 
quacies in current regulation 1.17 is the 
Impermanence of the capital an FCM 
may use to finance its operations. This 
concern has been reflected in the treat¬ 
ment of non-subordinated. long-term 


debt under the proposed revisions to I 
regulation 1.17. While the Commas ion I 
does not believe a similar treatmtnt of I 
subordinated debt is appropriate or nec- I 
essary. it does believe an FCM should I 
not be able to finance its business .old? I 
through the use of subordinated debt 
Rather, some minimum amount of eqult? II 
capital appears to be essential to the I 
financial stability of any FCM Accord- I 
ingly, proposed regulation 1.17(d) pro- I 
vides that a futures commission mer- 1 
chant may not permit the total out- I 
standing principal amounts of its I 
factory subordination agreements to I 
exceed 70 percent of its debt-equit\ total | 
for a period in excess of 90 day? The I 
terra “debt-equity total” is specifically 
defined in the proposed rule. 

The Commission is also conccrncu that 
the withdrawal of capital by a partner 
or shareholder may Impair an rCM'i 
financial status. Accordingly, proposed 
regulation 1.17(e) provides that no 
equity capital of an FCM, or of a sub- ! 
sldiary or an affiliate consolidate pur¬ 
suant to proposed regulation 1 17(f), 
may be withdrawn by action of a : tock- 
holder or partner or by redemption or 
repurchase of shares of stock by any of 
the conslidated entities or throukh the 
payment of dividends or any similar dis¬ 
tribution, nor may any unsecured ad¬ 
vance or loan be made to a stockholder, 
partner, sole proprietor or employee, if 
such actions would reduce the FCM * ad¬ 
justed net capita] below certain specified 
mini mums or cause the outstanding 
principal amount of satIsf acton sub¬ 
ordination agreements to exceed 70 per¬ 
cent of the FCM’s debt-equity total as 
defined in proposed regulation 1 17«i>. 

Similar concerns led to SEC to restrict 
the withdrawal of capital from broker- 
dealers and the excessive use of sub¬ 
ordinated debt by broker-dealers in SEC 
rules 15c3-l (d> and (e). 17 CFR 240- 
15c3-l (d) and (e). Moreover, the SEC*s 
experience in dealing with these restric¬ 
tions indicates that compliance by the 
FCM community with these restrictions 
should present no major problems 

CONSOLIDATION 

In computing an FCM's net capital And 
aggregate indebtedness, the assets and 
labilities of all subsidiaries or affiliates 
for which the FCM guarantees endorses 
or assumes, directly or indirectly. Hie ob¬ 
ligations or liabilities thereof must be in¬ 
cluded. However, if such consolidation 
increases the FCM's adjusted net capital 
and/or decreases the minimum financial 
requirement applicable to the FCM. such 
benefits may not be recognized in the 
FCM's capital computation unless an 
opinion of counsel is obtained statin* 
that the net asset values, or the portion 
thereof related to the parent's ownership 
interest in the subsidiary or affiliate, may 
be caused by the FCM or a trustee to be 
distributed to the FCM within 30 calen¬ 
dar days. The assets and Uabilitlc.< o, a 
subsidiary or affiliate whose liabilities 
and obligations have not been guaran¬ 
teed. endorsed, or assumed directly or in¬ 
directly by the FCM may also be eon- 
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soUdated If such opinion by outside coun¬ 
sel Ik obtained. 

Certain requirements must be followed 
In preparing a consolidated capital com¬ 
putation paragraph (f)(3) of the pro- 
rased rule enumerates these require¬ 
ments 

altirnativ* capital requirement 

As previously stated, an FCM may. 
under proposed regulation 1.17(g), elect 
U> be subject to an alternative capital 
requirement If such an election is made, 
the PCM must at all times maintain ad¬ 
justed net capital equal to the greater 
of $100,000 or 4 percent of the funds 
required to be segregated pursuant to 
the Act and the regulations thereunder 
plus, 'or Securities Brokers or Dealers, 
4 percent of the aggregate debit items 
computed in accordance with the for¬ 
mula for determination of reserve re¬ 
quirements in SEC rule 15c3-3a, 17 CFR 
240 15c 3-3a. Once such an election has 
been made, an PCM must continue to 
operate under this alternative require¬ 
ment until a change in such election is 
approved by the Commission. 

SATISFACTORY SUBORDINATION AGREEMENT 

Paragraph (h) of proposed regulation 
U7 defines, in detail, satisfactory sub- 
ordlna' on agreements. The definition is 
the same as that employed by the SEC 
oeept for those PCM’s electing to comply 
with the minimum capital requirements 
of prcoosed regulation 1.17(g), For such 
PCM’s certain specific provisions have 
been .elded which relate directly to the 
requirements to which they are subject. 

Ptmn»r Proposals — A Revised Early 

Warning System and the Delegation 

of Regulatory Responsibilities 

EARLY WARNING 

As mentioned at the outset of this re¬ 
lease the Commission will shortly pro¬ 
pose the adoption of a revised early 
aiming system designed to give advance 
notk>* of an PCM’s financial deteriora¬ 
tion. Specifically, this early warning sys¬ 
tem would require an PCM to notify the 
Commission immediately upon the oc¬ 
currence of any of the following: the 
FCM s inability to comply with the mini¬ 
mum financial requirements of proposed 
itfulsuon 147, undersegregation of cus¬ 
tomers’ funds, suspension or expulsion of 
FCM from any contract market, or 
*ny failure of the PCM to keep its books 
records in a current status. It would 
Jho require an PCM to file more frequent 
“fuwlal reports as its financial condi- 
Uon deteriorates. 

REGULATORY RESPONSIBILITY 

In the October 15. 1976 Federal Recis- 
*** release announcing the proposal of 
financial reporting requirements 
for PCM’s, the Commission stated that: 

!!<t u Commutator! policy to encourage 
raarket self-regulation In this re- 
•*ra th* Commission anticipate* requiring 

contract markets to adopt and to enforce 
Jwiorm minimum financial and related re- 
requirements Such requirements 
WU tl he subject to the same active over¬ 


sight regulation as are the other rule en¬ 
forcement programs of the contract markets. 
However, because of the common interest of 
the contract markets In the financial integ¬ 
rity of their member FCM's and because of 
the uniform applicability of the minimum fi¬ 
nancial and related reporting requirements 
envisioned by the Commission. It may be 
advantageous for the contract markets to 
engage In a Joint enforcement or audit pro¬ 
gram to monitor compliance with such uni¬ 
form minimum financial and related report¬ 
ing requirements. Such a joint program or an 
alternative program through a national fu¬ 
tures association, as provided for In Title III 
of the Commodity Future* Trading Commis¬ 
sion Act of 1974, 7 UJ3.C 21, could meet 
the anticipated Commission requirements. 

(41 FR 45706.j 

The Commission is aware that should 
all contract markets be required to adopt 
and to enforce uniform minimum finan¬ 
cial and related reporting requirements, 
the PCM community would be subjected 
to unnecessarily frequent and repetitive 
audits and financial examinations. Each 
contract market of which an FCM is a 
member would undoubtedly feel obligated 
to conduct its own independent audits to 
insure the PCM’s financial integrity In 
order to avoid not only Commission 
sanctions but also civil liability to pri¬ 
vate litigants for failure to adequately 
enforce the minimum financial standards 
applicable to such FCM's. Even today, in 
the absence of such an enforcement ob¬ 
ligation placed upon all contract mar¬ 
kets, many PCM’s are subject to audits 
by three different regulatory organiza¬ 
tions within this industry, frequently in 
rapid succession. 

In order to avoid the necessity for such 
unnecessary and repetitive audits and to 
facilitate the development of a Title in 
Association, the Commission will shortly 
propose the adoption of a rule which 
would enable contract markets to dele¬ 
gate responsibility for the financial over¬ 
sight of an FCM which is a member of 
more than one contract market to a sin¬ 
gle contract market or other self-regula¬ 
tory organization and which, in the ab¬ 
sence of such a delegation, would author¬ 
ize the Commission to designate a single 
contract market or other self-regulatory 
organization with this responsibility. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Commission hereby proposes to amend 
17 CFR Part 1 by revising I 1,17 to read 
as follows: 

§ 1.17 Minimum iinanriiil require¬ 
ment*—f ultirr* rommU»ion mcr- 
rhunlft. 

(aXl) Except as provided in para¬ 
graphs (a) (2) and (a) (3) of this section, 
each person registered as a futures com¬ 
mission merchant must maintain ad¬ 
justed net capital equal to or in excess 
of (1) the greater of $25,00 or 6% per¬ 
cent of aggregate indebtedness, or. (ID 
in the case of a registrant electing to op¬ 
erate pursuant to paragraph (g> of this 
section, the greater of $100,00 or 4 per¬ 
cent of the funds required to be segre¬ 
gated pursuant to the Act and these reg¬ 
ulations plus, for Securities Brokers and 
Dealers. 4 percent of aggregate debit 
items computed in accordance with the 


Formula for Determination of Reserve 
Requirements (Exhibit A to Rule 15c3-3. 
17 CFR 240,15c3-3a). 

(2) The requirements of paragraph 
(a)(1) of this section shall not be ap¬ 
plicable if the registrant is a member of 
a contract market and conforms to min¬ 
imum financial standards and related 
reporting requirements set by such con¬ 
tract market in its bylaws, rules, regula¬ 
tions or resolutions approved by the 
Commission pursuant to section 4(f) (2) 
of the Act after (the effective date of this 
regulation). 

(3) Notwithstanding the provisions of 
paragraphs (aHl) and (a)(2) of this 
section, a registrant which engages In 
commodity option transactions as de¬ 
fined in section 32.1 of these regulations 
and is required to be registered as a fu¬ 
tures commission merchant under sec¬ 
tion 32.3 or which make*, underwrites. Is¬ 
sues or otherwise assumes responsibility 
for the fulfillment of a commodity option 
transaction as defined in section 32.1 of 
these regulations must maintain ad¬ 
justed net capital of at least $50,000. 

(4> Each registrant must be in com¬ 
pliance with this section 1.17 at all times 
and must be able to demonstrate such 
compliance to the satisfaction of the 
Commission and/or any contract mar¬ 
ket of which the registrant is a member 
or such registrant must immediately 
cease doing business as a futures com¬ 
mission merchant until such time as the 
registrant is able to demonstrate com¬ 
pliance with this I 1.17; Provided, how¬ 
ever, the registrant may trade for liqui¬ 
dation purposes only unless otherwise 
directed by the Commission. No person 
applying for registration as a futures 
commission merchant shall be so regis¬ 
tered unless such person affirmatively 
demonstrates to the satisfaction of the 
Commission that it complies with the 
financial requirements of this } 1.17. 

ib) Where the applicant or registrant 
has an asset or liability which is defined 
in Securities and Exchange Commission 
rule 5 240.15c3-l of this title, the inclu¬ 
sion or exclusion of all or port of such 
asset or liability for the computation of 
adjusted net capital and aggregate in¬ 
debtedness shall be in accordance with 
4 240.15c3-l of this title, unless specifi¬ 
cally stated otherwise in this section. 

(c» Definitions: For the purposes of this 
section: (1) The term "net capital" 
means the amount by which current as¬ 
sets exceed liabilities. In determining 
"net capital": 

(I) Unrealized profits shall be added 
and unrealized losses shall be deducted 
in the accounts of the applicant or regis¬ 
trant: 

(II) All long and all short positions in 
listed security options shall be marked 
to their market value and all long and 
all short securities and commodities posi¬ 
tions shall be marked to their market 
value; 

(ill) The value attributed to any non- 
transferable commodity option shall be 
the difference between the option's strik¬ 
ing price and the market value for the 
actual commodity or futures contract 
which Is the subject of the option. In 
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the case of a call commodity option. If 
the market value for the actual com¬ 
modity or futures contract which is the 
subject of the option is less than the 
striking price of the option. It shall be 
given no value. In the case of a put com¬ 
modity option, if the market value for 
the actual commodity or futures con¬ 
tract which Is the subject of the option is 
more than the striking price of the op¬ 
tion. it shall be given no value: 

(iv) The value attributed to any un¬ 
listed security option shall be the differ¬ 
ence between the option’s exercise value 
or striking value and the market value 
of the underlying security. In the case of 
an unlisted call, if the market value of 
the underlying security Is less than the 
exercise value or striking value of such 
call, it shall be given no value; and. in 
the case of an unlisted put. if the market 
value of the underlying security is more 
than the exercise value or striking value 
of the unlisted put. it shall be given no 
value; and 

(v) Units of inventory that are com¬ 
mitted to fixed price sales, must be stated 
at the fixed sales price. 

<2> The term '’current assets" means 
cash and other assets or resources com¬ 
monly Identified as those which are rea¬ 
sonably expected to be realized in cash or 
sold during the next twelve months. 
"Current assets" shall; 

(i) Exclude any unsecured commodity 
futures or option account containing a 
ledger balance and open trades, the com¬ 
bination of which liquidates to a deficit 
or containing a debit ledger balance only, 
provided however, deficits or debit ledger 
balances in unsecured customers' and 
proprietary accounts which are the sub¬ 
ject of calls for margin or other required 
deposits which are outstanding five busi¬ 
ness days or less may be Included In cur¬ 
rent assets; 

(ii) Exclude all unsecured receivables, 
advances and loans except for: 

<A) Receivables resulting from the 
marketing of commodities and their 
products and by-products; Provided, 
such receivables are outstanding not 
more than 30 days past the invoice due 
date and the invoice due date is not later 
than 30 days past the date for which the 
report Is made; 

(B) Interest receivable, floor broker¬ 
age receivable, commissions receivable 
from other brokers or dealers (other 
than unrealized commissions on open 
futures contracts and syndicate profits), 
mutual fund concessions receivable and 
management fees receivable from regis¬ 
tered Investment companies and com¬ 
modity pools, provided such receivables 
are outstanding no longer than thirty 
*30> days from the date they arise; and 
dividends receivable outstanding no 
longer than thirty (30) days from the 
payable date: 

(C) Receivables from "clearing organ¬ 
izations," option clearing organizations, 
foreign clearing organizations and secu¬ 
rities clearing organizations; 

(D) Receivables from registered fu¬ 
tures commission merchants or brokers, 
resulting from commodity futures or op¬ 
tion transactions, except those specifi¬ 


cally excluded under paragraph (c>(2) 
(i) of this section; 

<E> Insurance claims which are not 
older than seven (7) business days from 
the date the loss giving rise to the claim 
Is discovered; Insurance claims which 
are not older than twenty (20) business 
days from the date the loss giving rise to 
the claim is discovered and which are 
covered by an opinion of outside counsel 
that the claim is valid and is covered by 
Insurance policies presently in effect; in¬ 
surance claims which are older than 
twenty <20> business days from the date 
the loss giving rise to the claim is discov¬ 
ered and which are covered by an opin¬ 
ion of outside counsel that the claim is 
valid and is covered by Insurance poli¬ 
cies presently In effect and which have 
been acknowledged in writing by the in¬ 
surance carrier as due and payable, pro¬ 
vided such claims are not outstanding 
longer than twenty (20) business days 
from the date they are so acknowledged 
by the carrier. 

(ill) Exclude all unrealized commis¬ 
sions on open futures contracts; 

(iv) Exclude all prepaid expenses and 
deferred charges; 

(v) Exclude all inventories except for: 

<A) Readily marketable spot commod¬ 
ities; 

(B) Securities which are considered 
"readily marketable" (as defined in 17 
CFR 240.15c3-l(c> (11>) or which "ade¬ 
quately collateralize" indebtedness un¬ 
der paragraph (c) (7) of this section: 

(C) Work in process and finished 
goods at market value which result from 
the processing of commodities; and 

(D) Raw materials at market value 
which will be combined with spot com¬ 
modities to produce a finished processed 
commodity. 

(vi) Include fixed assets and assets 
which otherwise would be considered 
non-current to the extent of any indebt¬ 
edness excluded in accordance with par¬ 
agraph (O (6) (iv) of this section, pro¬ 
vided such liabilitiles are not excluded 
from liabilities in the computation of net 
capital under paragraph <c)(4><v) of 
this section; 

(vii) Exclude all assets doubtful of col¬ 
lection or realization less any reserves 
established therefore; 

(viii) Include, in the case of future in¬ 
come tax benefits arising as a result of 
unrealized losses, the amount of such 
benefits not exceeding the amount of in¬ 
come tax liabilities accrued on the books 
and records of the applicant or regis¬ 
trant. but only to the extent such bene¬ 
fits could have been applied to reduce 
accrued tax liabilities on the date of the 
capital computation, had the related un¬ 
realized losses been realized on that date; 

(lx) Exclude exchange memberships. 

(3) A loan or advance or any other 
form of receivable shall not be consid¬ 
ered "secured" for the purposes of para¬ 
graph (c) (2) of this section unless the 
following conditions exist: 

(i) The receivable Is secured by collat¬ 
eral which is otherwise unencumbered 
and which can be readily converted into 
cash equal to or in excess of that part of 
the receivable which is shown in the ap¬ 


plicant's or registrant's records as se¬ 
cured; and 

(U) (A) The collateral is in the pos¬ 
session and control of the applicant or 
registrant; or 

(B) The applicant or registrant hss 
a legally enforceable, written security 
agreement, signed by the debtor, and hu 
a perfected security Interest in the col¬ 
lateral within the meaning of the laws 
of the state in which the collateral is 
located. 

(4) The term "liabilities" means the 
total money liabilities of an applicant 
or registrant arising in connection with 
any transaction whatsoever, including 
economic obligations of an applicant or 
registrant that are recognized and meas¬ 
ured in cohformity with generally ac¬ 
cepted accounting principles. "Liabili¬ 
ties" also include certain deferred credits 
that are not obligations but that are rec¬ 
ognized and measured in conformity with 
generally accepted accounting principles. 
For the purposes of computing "net capi¬ 
tal". the term "liabilities": 

(1) Excludes liabilities of an applicant 
or registrant which are subordinated to 
the claims of all general creditors of the 
applicant or registrant pursuant to a 
satisfactory subordination agreement, is 
defined in paragraph 1.17(h) of this 
section: 

(ii) Excludes the amount of money, 
securities and property due to commodity 
futures or option customers which is held 
in segregated accounts in compliance 
with the requirements of the Act and 
these regulations; Provided , however. 
That such exclusion may be taken only 
if such money, securities and property 
held in segregated accounts have oeen 
excluded from current assets in comput¬ 
ing net capital; 

(ill) Includes, in the case of an appli¬ 
cant or registrant who is a sole pro¬ 
prietor. the excess of liabilities which 
have not been incurred in the course of 
business os a futures commission mer¬ 
chant over assets not used in the 
business; 

(iv) Excludes the lesser of any de¬ 
ferred income tax liability related to the 
items in (A), (B). and (C) below, or the 
sum of (A). (B),and (C> below; 

(A) The aggregate amount resulting 
from applying to the amount of the 
deductions computed in accordance with 
paragraph (c)(5) or paragraph (g> of 
this section, the appropriate Federal and 
State tax rate(s) applicable to any un¬ 
realized gain on the asset on which the 
deduction was computed; 

(B) Any deferred tax liability related 
to income accrued which is directly re¬ 
lated to an asset otherwise deducted pur¬ 
suant to this section: 

<C) Any deferred tax liability related 
to unrealized appreciation in value of 
any asset (s) which has been otherwise 
excluded from current assets in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of this section; 

(v) Excludes liabilities which would be 
classified as long term in accordance with 
generally accepted accounting principles 
to the extent of the net book value or 
plant, property and equipment which » 
used in the processing, manufacture. 
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riorasc or shipment of commodities, their 
products and by-products In a reportable 
3 #ment of the future commission mer¬ 
chant's overall business activities, as de¬ 
fined in generally accepted accounting 
principles, other than In the commodity 
futures, commodity option, security and 
security option segments of the applicant 
or registrant: Provided, that such plant, 
property and equipment Is not included 
in current assets pursuant to paragraph 
(c) (2) (vi) of this section, and Provided 
further, that the exclusion provided for 
to this paragraph (c)(4)(v) does not 
apply when computing aggregate Indebt¬ 
edness pursuant to paragraph (c)(6) of 
this section. 

(5> The term “adjusted net capital*’ 
means net capital less: 

(I) Five percent of all unsecured re¬ 
ceivables includable under paragraph 
(c)(2) (11) (A) of this section used by the 
applicant or registrant In computing “net 
capital 0 ; 

(II) The amount by which any ad¬ 
vances paid by the applicant or registrant 
on spot commodity contracts and used 
In computing his net capital exceeds 90 
percent of the market value of the com¬ 
modity covered by such contracts; 

(III) In the case of spot commodity 
Inventories that are hedged by bona fide 
hedging positions in the futures markets 

u defined In $ 1.3(D). five percent of 
the market value of such Inventories; 

(hr i In the case of all inventories 
which are Included as current assets and 
which are not subject to paragraph 
(c> (5) (111) of this section, twenty percent 
of the market value of such Inventories; 
Provided, however, That with respect to 
those units of Inventory that are com¬ 
mitted to fixed price sales agreements, 
live percent of the fixed sales price but 
not to exceed the excess of the value of 
the fixed price sales agreement over the 
market value of the spot commodity 
which is the subject of such agreement. 

(v) In the case of securities and obli¬ 
gations used by the applicant or regls- 
trant in computing his net capital, and 
In the case of securities in segregation 
Pursuant to section 4d‘2) of the Act and 
these regulations which were not de¬ 
posited by customers, the percentages 
Wclfled in 17 CFR 240.15c3-l (0(2) 
(vi* ‘Securities Haircuts*') and 100 
Percent of the value of "Non-Market- 
able Securities" as specified in 17 CFR 
24015c$-l<c> (2) (vil), or where appro¬ 
bate. the percentages specified In 17 
CPR 240.15c3-l(f) ; 

vl) In the case of securities options 
owd by the applicant of registrant In 
computing his net capital, the deductions 
Wcfled in 17 CFR 240.15c3-l Appendix 
A, after effecting certain adjustments to 
n«t capital for listed and unlisted op¬ 
tions as set forth In such Appendix; 

(J 111 the case of an applicant or 
registrant who has open contractual 
commitments, as hereinafter defined, 
the deductions specified In 17 CFR 240.- 
I5c3-l ( c ) (2) (vill); 

(vlil) in the case of a fixed price sales 
agreement for which, the spot commod¬ 
ity which is the subject of such agree¬ 


ment is not either carried long in the 
applicant’s or registrant’s accounts or 
hedged by bona fide hedging positions in 
the futures market (as defined in 17 
CFR 1.3(a)). the excess of the market 
value of the spot commodity which Is the 
subject of the agreement over the fixed 
sales price plus ten percent of such mar¬ 
ket value; 

(lx) In the case of fixed price pur¬ 
chase commitments, which are hedged 
by bona fide hedging positions in the fu¬ 
tures markets (as defined in 11.3(a)), 
five percent of the market value of the 
inventory which is the subject of such 
commitments or in the case of all other 
fixed price purchase commitments twen¬ 
ty percent of the market value of the 
Inventory which is the subject of such 
commitments reduced by the amount by 
which the market value of the spot com¬ 
modity which is the subject of such 
agreement exceeds the fixed purchase 
price; Provided, that no such reduction 
shall have the effect of increasing ad¬ 
justed net capital; 

<x> For undermargined commodity 
and/or securities accounts, the amount 
of cash required In each such account to 
meet the variation or maintenance mar¬ 
gin requirements of the applicable con¬ 
tract market or. for securities accounts, 
the maintenance margin requirements 
of the Examining Authority, as defined 
in 17 CFR 240.15c3-l (c) < 12>, after ap¬ 
plication of calls for margin, marks to 
the market or other required deposits 
which are outstanding five business days 
or less. If for commodity accounts there 
are no such variation or maintenance 
margin requirements then the amount of 
cash required to provide margin on cus¬ 
tomers’ and proprietary accounts equal 
to the amount necessary, after applica¬ 
tion of calls for margin, marks to mar¬ 
ket or other required deposits which are 
outstanding five business days or less, to 
restore Initial margin, when the initial 
margin has been depleted by 50 percent 
or more; 

(xi) (A) In the case of open futures 
contracts held In customers’ accounts 
carried by the applicant or registrant, a 
safety factor of five percent of standard 
fluctuation of the greater of either the 
total long or total short futures con¬ 
tracts for each commodity in all such ac¬ 
counts; Provided, however, that in the 
case of any spread or straddle, held for 
the same account, in the same commod¬ 
ity. the safety factor shall be one and 
one quarter (1.25) percent of standard 
fluctuation of each such spread or 
straddle; 

(B) In the case of open futures con¬ 
tracts held in proprietary accounts car¬ 
ried by the applicant or registrant, a 
safety factor of the standard fluctuation 
of the greater of cither the total long 
or total short futures contracts in each 
commodity in all such accounts; Pro¬ 
vided, however, (J) That such safety 
factor shall not apply to any contract 
representing a bona fide hedging trans¬ 
action as defined in f 1.3(a) ‘however, 
such factor shall apply to contracts 
specified in j 1.3(z)(4). representing 


hedges against unfilled anticipated re¬ 
quirements) ; nor shall It apply to any 
contract resulting from a “changer 
trade" made in accordance with the 
rules of a contract market which have 
been submitted to and not disapproved 
by the Commission, and (2) that in the 
case of any spread or straddle, held for 
the same account, in the same commod¬ 
ity, the safety factor shall be twenty- 
five percent of the standard fluctuation 
of each such spread or straddle; 

(C) The standard fluctuation to be 
used for the purposes of this paragraph 
(c)(5>(xi) of this section will be com¬ 
puted by the Commission and published 
semi-annually or more frequently if re¬ 
quired in unusual circumstances. 

<xil> For commodity options which are 
not capable of being liquidated or offset 
on a commodity option exchange: 

(A) In the case of an open, short com¬ 
modity option held in a customer’s ac¬ 
count carried by the applicant or 
registrant, a safety factor of five percent 
of the standard fluctuation of the futures 
contract on the commodity which is the 
subject of such option or which is the 
subject of the futures contract which is 
subject of such options; Provided, in the 
case of a short call commodity option the 
safety factor may be reduced to the ex¬ 
tent the striking price plus the premium 
accruing on such option which has not 
been paid to the customer grantor, ex¬ 
ceeds the current market value of the 
actual commodity or futures contract 
which is the subject of such option; or. 
in the case of a short put commodity op¬ 
tion. the safety factor may be reduced to 
the extent the current market value of 
the actual commodity or futures con¬ 
tract which is the subject of such option, 
exceeds the striking price of such option 
less the premium accruing on such op¬ 
tion which has not been paid to the cus¬ 
tomer grantor; but in no event shall the 
safety factor on any option be reduced 
below zero. 

(B) In the case of on open, short com¬ 
modity option held In a proprietary ac¬ 
count carried by the applicant or regis¬ 
trant. a safety factor equal to the stand¬ 
ard fluctuation of the futures contract 
on the commodity which Is the subject of 
such option or which Is the subject of the 
futures contract which is the subject of 
such option; Provided, in the case of a 
short call commodity option, the safety 
factor may be reduced to the extent of 
the striking price plus the premium ac¬ 
cruing on such option which has not been 
paid to the proprietary grantor which is 
other than the applicant or registrant, 
exceeds the current market value of the 
actual commodity or futures contract 
which is the subject of such option; or 
In the case of a short put commodity op¬ 
tion the safety factor may be reduced to 
the extent of the current market value 
of the actual commodity or futures con¬ 
tract which is the subject of such option, 
exceeds the striking price of such option 
less the premium accruing on such op¬ 
tion which has not been paid to the pro¬ 
prietary grantor which is other than the 


FEDERAL REGISTER. VOL 42, NO. 102—THURSDAY, MAY 26, 1977 





27176 


PROPOSED RULES 


applicant or registrant: but In no event 
shall the safety factor on any option be 
reduced below zero. 

<C) In the case of a commodity option 
which is carried long by the applicant or 
registrant as a taker of a commodity op¬ 
tion which has value in accordance with 
paragraph (cXiil) of this section and 
such value is used to increase adjusted 
net capital, a safety factor of the stand¬ 
ard fluctuation of the futures contract on 
the commodity which is the subject of 
such option or which is the subject of 
the futures contract which is the subject 
of such option; but in no event shall the 
safety factor be greater than the value 
attributed to such option. 

(D) In the case of an applicant or 
registrant which is a taker of a com¬ 
modity option, the safety factor shall be 
the amount of any commodity option 
premium which has been used to increase 
adjusted net capital and in the case of an 
applicant or registrant which is a grantor 
of a commodity option, the safety fac¬ 
tors may be reduced by the amount of 
any commodity option premium which 
has not been previously recognized as 
Income. 

<E> In the case of a short call option 
which is covered by a long call com¬ 
modity option which has a striking price 
equal to or less than the striking price of 
such short call commodity option or in 
the case of a short put commodity op¬ 
tion which is covered by a long put com¬ 
modity option which has a striking price 
equal to or greater than the striking 
price of such short put commodity op¬ 
tion held In the same account, in the 
same commodity, the safety factor pre¬ 
scribed In paragraph (c) (5> <xii> (A) of 
this section shall be one and one quarter 
percent (1.25 percent) of the standard 
fluctuation and the safety factor pre¬ 
scribed in paragraph (cl(5) (xilMB) of 
this section shall be twenty-five percent 
<25 percent) of the standard fluctuation. 
These safety factors may be reduced in 
accordance with the provisions of para¬ 
graphs (c) <5> (xil) (A) and <B) of this 
section. 

(P) In the case of a long call com¬ 
modity option on a futures contract held 
in a customer’s or proprietary account 
covering the open short futures contract 
which is the subject of such option, the 
safety factors prescribed in paragraphs 
(c) (5) <xi> (A) and <B> of this section 
may be reduced to the amount by which 
the market value of the short futures 
contract is below the striking price of 
such option, and the safety factor pre¬ 
scribed in paragraph (c) <5) (xil) (C> of 
this section shall not apply. 

(O) In the case of a long call com¬ 
modity option held In a customer’s or 
proprietary account covering an open 
short futures contract held in the same 
account, in the same commodity, the 
safety factors preesribed In paragraphs 
(c> <5> (xi) <A) and (B) of this section 
may be reduced to the amount by which 
the market value of the short futures 
contract is below the striking price of 
such option, but In no event shall the 
safety factors be less than that of a 


spread or straddle position as indicated 
in paragraphs fcHSHxl) (A) and <B) 
of this section respectively, and the safety 
factor prescribed in paragraph (c)<5) 
(xiiKC) of this section shall not apply. 

(H) In the case of a long put commod¬ 
ity option on a futures contract held in 
a customer's or proprietary account cov¬ 
ering the open long futures contract 
which is the subject of such option, the 
safety factors prescribed in paragraphs 
(c)(5) <xi) (A) and (B) of this section 
may be reduced to the amount by 
which the market value of the long 
futures contract is above the striking 
price of such option, and the safety factor 
prescribed in paragraph (c) (5) (xil) <C) 
of this section shall not apply. 

(I) In the case of a long put commod- ’ 
ity option held In a customer's or pro¬ 
prietary account covering an open long 
futures contract held in the same ac¬ 
count. in the same commodity, the safety 
factors prescribed in paragraphs (c)(5) 
(xi) (A) and <B) of this section may be 
reduced to the amount by which the 
market value of the long futures contract 
Is above the striking price of such option, 
but in no event shall these safety factors 
be less than that of a spread or straddle 
position as provided in paragraphs (c) 
(5)<xl) (A> and <B> of this section; and 
the safety factor prescribed in paragraph 
(c) (5) (xii) (C) of this section shall not 
apply 

(J) In the case of a short call commod¬ 
ity option on a futures contract which is 
held in a customer's or proprietary ac¬ 
count covered by the open long futures 
contract which Is the subject of such 
option, the safety factors prescribed in 
paragraphs (c)(5) (xil) (A) and <B) of 
this section shall not apply and the safety 
factors prescribed in paragraphs (c)(5) 
(xi) (A) and (B) of this section may 
be reduced to the extent the market value 
of the long futures contract exceeds the 
striking price of such option less, for a 
grantor which is other than the appli¬ 
cant or registrant, the premium accruing 
on such option which has not been paid 
to the customer or proprietary grantor; 
blit in no event shall the safety factors 
prescribed in paragraphs (c) <5) (xi) (A) 
and <B) of this section be reduced below 
zero. 

(K) In the case of a short call com-* 
tnodlty option which Is held In a cus¬ 
tomer’s or proprietary account covered 
by an open long futures contract held In 
the same account, in the same commod¬ 
ity. the safety factors prescribed in para¬ 
graphs (c)(5) (xil) (A) and (B) of this 
section shall not apply and the safety 
factors prescribed in paragraphs (c)(5) 
(xi) (A) and (B) of this section may be 
reduced to the extent the market value 
of the actual commodity or futures con¬ 
tract which is the subject of such option, 
exceeds the striking price of such option 
less, for a grantor which is other than 
the applicant or registrant, the premium 
accruing on such option which has not 
been paid to the customer or proprietary 
grantor; but in no event shall the safety 
factors prescribed in paragraphs (c) (5) 
(xi) (A) and (B) of this section be less 


than that of a spread or straddle position 
as provided In paragraphs (c) (5) (xi* (A) 
and (B) of this section. 

(L) In the case of a short put commod¬ 
ity option on a futures contract which is 
held in a customer's or proprietary ac- 
count covered by the open short futures 
contract which is the subject of such op¬ 
tion, the safety factors prescribed in par¬ 
agraphs (c)(5) (xii) (A) and <B) of this 
section shall not apply and the safety 
factors prescribed in paragraphs (cu$> 

(xi) (A) and (B) of this section may be 
reduced to the extent the striking price 
of such option plus, for a grantor 7,hich 
is other than the applicant or registrant, 
the premium accruing on such option 
which has not been paid to the customer 
or proprietary grantor, exceeds the cur¬ 
rent market value of the futures contract 
which Is the subject of such option: but 
in no event shall the safety factors pre¬ 
scribed In paragraphs (cK5)(xi> (A) 
and (B) of this section be reduced below 
zero. 

(M) In the case of a short put com¬ 
modity option which is held in a cus¬ 
tomer's or proprietary account covered 
by an open short futures contract held 
in the same account, in the same com¬ 
modity. the safety factors prescribed in 
paragraphs (c)(5) (xii) (A) and <B) of 
this section shall not apply and the j 
safety factors required by paragraphs 
(c) (5) (xi) (A) and <B) of this section 
may be reduced to the extent the strik¬ 
ing price of such option plus, for a 
grantor which is other than the appli¬ 
cant or registrant, the premium accru¬ 
ing on such option which has not been 
paid to the customer or proprietary 
grantor, exceeds the current market 
value of the actual commodity or futures 
contract which is the subject of such op¬ 
tion: but in no event shall the safety fac¬ 
tors prescribed In paragraphs (c) (5) (xi) 
(A) and <B) of this section be less than 
that of a spread or straddle position as 
provided in paragraphs (c)(5) (xl) (A) 
and (B) of this section. 

(N> In the case of a short call com¬ 
modity option on an actual commodity 
which is held by the applicant or reg¬ 
istrant for its own account which is cov¬ 
ered by the actual commodity inventory 
of the applicant or registrant, the safety 
factors prescribed in paragraphs (c><5> 

(xii) (A) and <B> shall not apply 

(O) In the case of a long put commod¬ 
ity option on an actual commodity 
which is held by the applicant or reg¬ 
istrant for its own account which is cov¬ 
ering the actual commodity' Inventory or 
the applicant or registrant, the safety 
factors prescribed in paragraph (c } (5) 
(iv) of this section may be reduced to the 
amount by which the market value of the 
actual commodity is above the striking 
price of such option, and the safety fac¬ 
tor prescribed in paragraph (cX5Hxii) 
(C) shall not apply. 

<xiii» Five percent of all unsecured re¬ 
ceivables Includable under paragraphs 
(c)(2Xll)(C> and (C)(2)(UXD) ofthte 
section used by the applicant or regis¬ 
trant In computing "net capital ana 
which are not receivable from < A> a reg- 
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titered futures commission merchant, or 
iB> a clearing organization which is as¬ 
sociated with ( 1 ) a contract market or 
(2) a r ecur! ties exchange which is regu¬ 
lated by the Securities and Exchange 
Commission* 

<6» The term “aggregate indebtedness* 
mean* “liabilities” as defined in para¬ 
graph <0(4) of this section excluding: 

(i) indebtedness adequately collate ral¬ 
lied by spot commodities which are car¬ 
ried long by the applicant or registrant 
and Indebtedness adequately collateral- 
toed by securities which are carried long 
by the applicant or registrant and which 
have not been sold or by securities which 
collateralize a secured demand note pur¬ 
suant to paragraph (h) of this section; 

f|i> Advances received by the appli¬ 
cant or registrant against bills of lading 
issued in connection with the shipment 
of commodities sold by the applicant or 
registrant; 

(ill) Credit balances in the accounts of 
general partners; 

(iv) Long-term debt adequately col¬ 
lateralized by assets acquired for use in 
the ordinary course of the trade or busi¬ 
ness of an applicant or registrant but no 
other long-term debt adequately collat¬ 
eralized by assets of the applicant or 
registrant shall be excluded unless the 
sole recourse of the creditor for nonpay¬ 
ment of such liability is to such asset; 

(v) Liabilities which are effectively 
subordinated to the claims of creditors 
(but which are not subject to a satisfac¬ 
tory subordination agreement as defined 
to paragraph (h) of this section) by 
other than customers of the applicant or 
registrant prior to such subordination, 
and such subordinations by customers as 
may be approved by the applicable con¬ 
tract market, securities exchanges, na¬ 
tional securities association or if the ap¬ 
plicant or registrant is not a member of 
a self-regulatory organization, then the 
Commission; and 

<vl> Deferred tax liabilities, not al¬ 
ready excluded in paragraph (c)(4) (iv) 
of this section. 

Liabilities" are “adequately col¬ 
lateralized” when, pursuant to a legally 
enforceable written instrument, such lia¬ 
bilities are secured by identified assets 
thAt are otherwise unencumbered and 
the market value of which exceeds the 
amount of such liabilities. 

<8> The term “contractual commit¬ 
ments'' shall include underwriting, when 
issued, when distributed and delayed de¬ 
livery runtracts; the writing or endorse¬ 
ment of security puts and calls and com¬ 
binations thereof; commitments in for- 
fisn currencies; and spot commodities 
contracts; but shall not Include un¬ 
cleared regular way purchases and sales 
of securities and contracts in commodi¬ 
ty futures. A series of contracts of pur¬ 
chase or sale of the same security, condi- 
{toned. If at all. only upon issuance, may 
** treated as an individual commitment. 

<d> No applicant or registrant shall 
Permit the total of outstanding principal 
■mounts of Its satisfactory subordina¬ 
te ureements (other than such agree¬ 
ments which qualify under this para- 
(d> as equity capital) to exceed 


70 percent of its debt-equity total, as 
hereinafter defined, for a period in ex¬ 
cess of 90 days or for such longer period 
which the Commission may. upon appli¬ 
cation of the applicant or registrant, 
grant in the public interest or for the 
protection of investors. In the case of a 
corporation, the debt-equity total shall 
be the sum of its outstanding principal 
amounts of satisfactory subordination 
agreements, par or stated value of capi¬ 
tal stock, paid In capital in excess of par. 
retained earnings, unrealized profit and 
loss and other capital accounts. In the 
case of a partnership, the debt-equity 
total shall be the sum of its outstanding 
principal amounts of satisfactory subor¬ 
dination agreements, capital accounts of 
partners (exclusive of such partners' 
commodity and securities accounts) sub¬ 
ject to the provisions of paragraph (e> 
of this section, and unrealized profit and 
loss. In the case of a sole proprietorship, 
the debt-equity total shall Include the 
sum of its outstanding principal amounts 
of satisfactory subordination agreements, 
capital accounts of the sole proprietor¬ 
ship and unrealized profit and loss. Pro¬ 
vided. however . That a satisfactory sub¬ 
ordination agreement entered into by a 
partner or stockholder which has an ini¬ 
tial term of at least three years and has 
a remaining term of not less than 12 
months shall be considered equity for the 
purposes of this paragraph (d> if: (1) It 
does not have any of the provisions for 
accelerated maturity provided for by 
paragraphs (h) (2) <ix) (A), (h)(2) (x) 
(A) . or (h) (2) (x) <B) of this section, and 
is maintained as capital subject to the 
provisions restricting the withdrawal 
thereof required by paragraph <e) of this 
section, or <2) the partnership agree¬ 
ment provides that capital contributed 
pursuant to a satisfactory subordination 
agreement as defined in paragraph <h) 
of this section shall in all respects be 
partnership capital subject to the provi¬ 
sions restricting the withdrawal thereof 
required by paragraph (e) of this sec¬ 
tion. 

<e> No equity capital of the applicant 
or registrant or a subsidiary's or affili¬ 
ate's equity capital consolidated pur¬ 
suant to paragraph (f) of this section, 
whether in the form of capital contribu¬ 
tions by partners (excluding amounts in 
the commodities and securities accounts 
of partners and balances in limited 
partners' capital accounts in excess of 
their stated capital contributions). par 
or stated value of capital stock, paid-in 
capital in excess of par, retained earn¬ 
ings or other capital accounts, may be 
withdrawn by action of a stockholder or 
partner or by redemption or repurchase 
of shares of stock by any of the consoli¬ 
dated entities or through the pa%*ment of 
dividends or any similar distribution, nor 
may any unsecured advance or loan be 
made to a stockholder, partner, sole 
proprietor, or employee if, after giving 
effect thereto and to any other such 
withdrawals, advances, or loans and any 
payments of payment obligations (as de¬ 
fined in paragraph (h) of this section) 
under satisfactory subordination agree¬ 
ments and any payments of liabilities 


excluded pursuant to paragraph (c> (4) 
(v) of this section which are scheduled 
to occur within six months following 
such withdrawal, advance or loan, either 
adjusted net capital of any of the con¬ 
solidated entities would be less than 10 
percent of aggregate indebtedness or its 
adjusted net capital would fall to equal 
120 perccntum of the appropriate mini¬ 
mum dollar amount required or would be 
less than 7 percent of the amount re¬ 
quired to be segregated pursuant to the 
Act and these regulations plus for Secu¬ 
rities Brokers or Dealers. 7 percent of 
the aggregate debit items computed pur¬ 
suant to 17 CFR 240.15C3-3. or in the 
case of any applicant or registrant in¬ 
cluded within such consolidation, if the 
total outstanding principal amounts of 
satisfactory subordination agreements of 
the applicant or registrant (other than 
such agreements which qualify as equity 
under paragraph (d> of this section) 
would exceed 70 percent of the debt- 
equKy total as defined in paragraph (d). 
Provided, That this provision shall not 
preclude an applicant or registrant from 
making required tax payments or pre¬ 
clude the payment to partners of reason¬ 
able compensation. 

<f) (I) Every applicant or registrant, 
in computing its net capital and aggre¬ 
gate Indebtedness pursuant to this sec¬ 
tion must, subject to the provisions of 
paragraphs (f) (2) and (f) (4) of this 
section, consolidate in a single computa¬ 
tion. assets and liabilities of any sub¬ 
sidiary or affiliate for which it guaran¬ 
tees. endorses, or assumes directly or 
Indirectly the obligations or liabilities. 
The assets and liabilities of a subsidiary 
or affiliate whose liabilities and obliga¬ 
tions have not been guaranteed, en¬ 
dorsed. or assumed directly or indirectly 
bv the applicant or registrant may also 
be so consolidated if an opinion of coun¬ 
sel is obtained as provided for In para¬ 
graph (f) (2) of this section. 

(2> (i) If the consolidation, provided 
for in paragraph (f)(1) of this section, 
of any such subsidiary or affiliate results 
in the Increase of the applicant's or reg¬ 
istrant's adjusted net capital and /or in¬ 
creases the applicant's or registrant's 
percentage of adjusted net capital to 
aggregate indebtedness or increases the 
applicant's or registrant's adjusted net 
capital and/or decreases the minimum 
adjusted net capital requirement called 
for by paragraph (g) (1) of this section 
and an opinion of counsel called for in 
paragraph (f) (2) (11) of this section has 
not been obtained, such benefits shall 
not be recognized in the applicant's or 
registrant's computation required by this 
section. 

(11) Except as provided for in para¬ 
graph (f) (2) (i) of this section, consoli¬ 
dation shall be permitted with respect to 
any subsidiaries or affiliates which are 
majority owned and controlled by the 
applicant or registrant and for which 
the applicant or registrant can demon¬ 
strate to the satisfaction of the Commis¬ 
sion. and the contract markets of which 
the applicant or registrant is a member, 
if any, by an opinion of counsel that the 
net asset values, or the portion thereof 
related to the parent's ownership In ter- 


FIDEtAl *fOISTM. VOL 42, NO. 102—THUtSDAY, MAY 26. 1977 





27178 


PROPOSED RULES 


est in the subsidiary or affiliate, may be 
caused by the applicant or registrant or 
an appointed trustee to be distributed to 
the applicant or registrant within 30 
calendar days. Such opinion must also 
set forth the actions necessary to cause 
such a distribution to be made, identify 
the parties having the authority to take 
such actions. Identify and describe the 
rights of other parties or classes of 
parties, including but not limited to cus¬ 
tomers. general creditors, subordinated 
lenders, minority shareholders, employ¬ 
ees. litigants, and governmental or regu¬ 
latory authorities, who may delay or pre¬ 
vent such a distribution and such other 
assurances as the Commission or the 
contract market by rule or interpreta¬ 
tion may require. Such opinion must be 
current and periodically renewed In con¬ 
nection with the applicant’s or regis¬ 
trant's annual audit pursuant to section 
1.10 or upon any material change in 
circumstnaoes. 

(3) In preparing a consolidated com¬ 
putation of adjusted net capital and/or 
aggregate indebtedness pursuant to this 
section, the following minimum and 
non-exclusive requirements shall be ob¬ 
served: 

(i) Consolidated adjusted net capital 
shall be reduced by the estimated amount 
of any tax reasonably anticipated to be 
incurred upon distribution of the assets 
of the subsidiary or affiliate. 

(ii) Liabilities of a consolidated sub¬ 
sidiary or affiliate which are subordi¬ 
nated to the claims of present and future 
creditors pursuant to a satisfactory sub¬ 
ordination agreement shall not be added 
to consolidated adjusted net capital un¬ 
less such subordination extends also to 
the claims of present or future creditors 
of the parent applicant or registrant 
and all consolidated subsidiaries. 

flli> Subordinated liabilities of a con¬ 
solidated subsidiary or affiliate which 
are consolidated in accordance with 
paragraph (f) (3) (11) of this section may 
not be prepaid, repaid, or accelerated if 
any of the entities included in such con¬ 
solidation would otherwise be unable to 
comply with the provisions of paragraph 
<h> of thissection. 

(1v) Each applicant or registrant in¬ 
cluded within the consolidation shall at 
all times be in compliance with the ad¬ 
justed net capital requirement to which 
It is subject. 

(4) No applicant or registrant shall 
guarantee, endorse, or assume directly 
or indirectly any obligation or liability 
of a subsidiary or affiliate unless the ob¬ 
ligation or liability is reflected in the 
computation of adjusted net capital 
and/or aggregate indebtedness pursuant 
to this section except as provided In 
paragraph (f) (2) <i) of this section. 

(g) An applicant or registrant may 
elect not to be subject to the limitations 
of paragraph (a) of this section respect¬ 
ing aggregate Indebtedness as defined 
in paragraph (c)(6) of this section and 
certain deductions provided for in para¬ 
graph (c) (5) (v) of this section. Pro¬ 
vided. That in order to qualify to operate 
under this paragraph (g), such applicant 
or registrant must at all times maintain 
adjusted net capital equal to the greater 


of $100,000 or 4 percent of the funds re¬ 
quired to be segregated by the Act and 
these regulations plus for Securities 
Brokers or Dealers. 4 percent of the ag¬ 
gregate debit items computed in accord¬ 
ance with the Formula for Determina¬ 
tion of Reserve Requirements - Exhibit 
A to Rule 15c3-3, 17 CFR 240.15c3-3a) 
and shall notify each contract market of 
which applicant or registrant is a mem¬ 
ber. if any. and the Commission, in writ¬ 
ing of its election to operate under this 
provision. Once an applicant or regis¬ 
trant has determined to operate pursu¬ 
ant to the provisions of this paragraph 
(g), he must continue to do so unless a 
change in such election Is approv ed upon 
application to the Commission. 

(I) A broker or dealer electing to op¬ 
erate pursuant to this paragraph (g> 
shall be subject to 17 CFR 240.15(f) <3> 
In lieu of paragraph (c) (5) (v> of this 
section. 

<2> A broker or dealer who is registered 
as such with the Securities and Exchange 
Commission and who is exempt from the 
provisions of 17 CFR 240.15c3-3 pursuant 
to paragraph <k) (1) or (k) (2) (1) of that 
section may not elect to use the Alterna¬ 
tive contained in this paragraph (g), 

<h> The term satisfactory subordina¬ 
tion agreements thereinafter "sub¬ 
ordination agreements") means an 
agreement which contains the minimum 
and non-exclusive requirements herein¬ 
after set forth. 

(1) Certain definitions for purposes of 
thissection: 

(1) A subordination agreement may be 
either a subordinated loan agreement or 
a secured demand note agreement. 

(ii) The term "subordinated loan 
agreement” means the agreement or 
agreements evidencing or governing a 
subordinated borrowing of cash. 

(ill) The term "collateral value" of 
any securities pledged to secure a secured 
demand note means the market value of 
such securities after giving effect to the 
percentage deductions specified in para¬ 
graph (c) of this section. 

(lv) The term "payment obligation" 
means the obligation of an applicant or 
registrant in respect to any subordina¬ 
tion agreement: (A) To repay cash 
loaned to the applicant or registrant 
pursuant to a subordinated loan agree¬ 
ment; or (B) to return a secured demand 
note contributed to the applicant or 
registrant or to reduce the unpaid 
principal amount thereof and to return 
cash or securities pledged as collateral to 
secure the secured demand note; and 
(C) "payment" shall mean the perform¬ 
ance by an applicant or registrant of a 
payment obligation. 

(v) (A) The term "secured demand 
note agreement" means an agreement 
(including the related secured demand 
note) evidencing or governing the con¬ 
tribution of a secured demand note to 
an applicant or registrant and the 
pledgee of securities and/or cash with the 
applicant or registrant as collateral to 
secure payment of such secured demand 
note. The secured demand note agree¬ 
ment may provide that neither the 
lender, his heirs, executors, administra¬ 


tors. or assigns shall be personally liable 
on such note and that In the event of de¬ 
fault the applicant or registrant shall 
look for payment of such note solely to 
the collateral then pledged to secure the 
same. 

(B) The secured demand note shall be 
a promissory note executed by the 
lender and shall be payable on the 
demand of the applicant or registrant to 
which it is contributed; Provided, how¬ 
ever, That the making of such demand 
may be conditioned upon the occurrence 
of any of certain events which are 
acceptable to the contract mark' and 
the Commission. 

(C) If such note is not paid upon 
presentment and demand as provided 
for therein, the applicant or registrant 
shall have the right to liquidate til or 
any part of the securities then pledged 
as collateral to secure payment of the 
same and to apply the net procetds of 
such liquidation, together with any cash 
then included in the collateral, m pay¬ 
ment of such note. Subject to the prior 
rights of the applicant or registrant as 
pledgee, the lender, as defined herein 
may retain ownership of the collateral 
and have the benefit of any increases and 
bear the risks of any decreases in the 
value of the collateral and may retain 
the right to vote securities contained 
within the collateral and any right to 
income therefrom or distributions 
thereon, except the applicant or regis¬ 
trant shall have the right to receive and 
hold as pledgee all dividends payable to 
securities and all partial and complete 
liquidating dividends. 

(D) Subject to the prior right* of the 
applicant or registrant as pledgee the 
lender may have the right to direct the 
sale of any securities included in the col¬ 
lateral. to direct the purchase of securi¬ 
ties with any cash included therein, to 
withdraw excess collateral or to substi¬ 
tute cash or other securities as collat¬ 
eral; Provided , That the net proceeds of 
anv such sale and the cash so substituted 
and the securities so purchased or substi¬ 
tuted are held by the applicant or regis¬ 
trant as pledgee, and are included within 
the collateral to secure payment of the 
secured demand note, and Provided fur¬ 
ther, That no such transaction shall be 
permitted If, after giving effect thereto, 
the sum of the amount of sny cash, plus 
the collateral value of the securities, 
then pledged as collateral to secure the 
secured demand note would be less than 
the unpaid principal amount of the se¬ 
cured demand note. 

<E> Upon payment by the lender, as 
distinguished from a reduction by the 
lender which Is provided for in para¬ 
graph <h> (2) (vi) (c) of this section or 
reduction by the applicant or registrant 
as provided for in paragraph ih)<2' 
(vlii) of this section, of all or any part of 
the unpaid principal amount of the se¬ 
cured demand note, the applicant or 
registrant shall Issue to the lender a sub¬ 
ordinated loan agreement in the amount 
of such payment (or In the case of an 
applicant or registrant that is a partner¬ 
ship, credit a Capital account of the 
lender), or issue preferred or common 


FEOERAl *CCISTE*. VOL 42, NO ?02 —THURSDAY, MAY 26. 1 977 






PROPOSED RULES 


27179 


jtock of the applicant or registrant In the 
unoun* of such payment, or any com¬ 
bination of the foregoing, as provided for 
tn the secured demand note agreement. 

(F' The term •'lender'* means the per- 
ion who lends cash to an applicant or 
rtgistmnt pursuant to a subordinated 
loan agreement and the person who con¬ 
tributes a secured demand note to an 
ipplicant or registrant pursuant to a 
secured demand note agreement, 

(2* Minimum requirements for sub¬ 
ordination agreements: 

<i> Subject to paragraph (h) (l) of this 
section n subordination agreement shall 
mean a written agreement between the 
or registrant and the lender. 

which 

<A Has a minimum term of one year, 
except for temporary subordination 
igreements provided for in paragraph 
ChMSXf) of this section, and 

la a valid and binding obligation 
enforceable In accordance with Its terms 
(subject as to enforcement to applicable 
bankruptcy, insolvency, reorganization, 
moratorium and other similar laws) 
ifgljtft the applicant or registrant and 
the lender and their respective heirs, ex¬ 
ecutors, administrators, successors and 
uslgn-v 

<il> Specific Amount. All subordina¬ 
tion agreement* shall be for a specific 
dolls: amount which shall not be reduced 
for the duration of the agreement except 
by Inst aliments as specifically provided 
for therein and except as otherwise pro¬ 
vided in this paragraph (h) (2) of this 
lection 

(Ml) Effective Subordination. The sub¬ 
ordination agreement shall effectively 
wbordinate any right of the lender to 
receive any payment with respect there¬ 
to. together with accrued interest or 
campfRsatloii. to the prior payment or 
provision for payment in full of all 
clsim* of all present and future creditors 
of the applicant or registrant arising out 
of any matter occurring prior to the date 
on which the related payment obligation 
mstum except for claims which are the 
object of subordination agreements 
which rank on the same priority as or 
Junior to the claim of the lender under 
inch subordination agreements. 

Proceeds of Subordinated Loan 
Agreements. The subordinated loan 
■•reement shall provide that the cash 
proceeds thereof shall be used and dealt 
with by the applicant or registrant as 
»rt of its capital and shall be subject to 
w* risks of the business. 

Certain Bights of the Borrower, 
subordination agreement shall pro- 
2® that the applicant or registrant 
WAUhave the right to: 

Deposit any cash proceeds of a 
•ubordinated loan agreement and any 
pledged as collateral to secure a 
••cured demand note In an account or 
•^counts in its own name in any bank 
cr trust company; 

Pledge, repledge, hypothecate and 
hypothecate, any or all of the securi- 
**** Pledged as collateral to secure a se- 
wed demand note, without notice, sep- 
JfAtely or in common with other securi- 
w Property for the purpose of secur¬ 


ing any indebtedness of the applicant 
or registrant; and 

(C) Lend to itself or others any or all 
of the securities and cash pledged as 
collateral to secure a secured demand 
note. 

(vi) Collateral for Secured Demand 
Notes. Only cash and securities which 
are fully paid for and which may be 
publicly offered or sold without registra¬ 
tion under the Securities Act of 1933, and 
the offer, sale and transfer of which are 
not otherwise restricted, may be pledged 
as collateral to secure a secured demand 
note. The secured demand note agree¬ 
ment shall provide that If at any time 
the sum of the amount of any cash, plus 
the collateral value of any securities, 
then pledged as collateral to secure the 
secured demand note Is less than the un¬ 
paid principal amount of the secured de¬ 
mand note, the applicant or registrant 
must Immediately transmit written 
notice to that effect to the lender, the 
contract market, if applicable, and the 
Commission. The secured demand note 
agreement shall also require that fol¬ 
lowing such transmittal; 

(A) The lender, prior to noon of the 
business day next succeeding the trans¬ 
mittal of such notice, may pledge as 
collateral additional cash or securities 
sufficient, after giving effect to such 
pledge, to bring the sum of the amount 
of any cash plus the collateral value of 
any securities, then pledged as collateral 
to secure the secured demand note, up to 
an amount not less than the unpaid prin¬ 
cipal amount of the secured demand 
note: and 

(B> Unless additional cash or securi¬ 
ties are pledged by the lender as provided 
in (A) above, the applicant or registrant 
at noon on the business day next suc¬ 
ceeding the transmittal of notice to the 
lender must commence sale, for the ac¬ 
count of the lender, of such of the 
securities than pledged as collateral to 
secure the secured demand note and 
apply so much of the net proceeds there¬ 
of. together with such of the cash then 
pledged as collateral to secure the se¬ 
cured demand note as may be necessary 
to eliminate the unpaid principal amount 
of the secured demand note; provided, 
however, that the unpaid principal 
amount of the secured demand note 
need not be reduced below the sum of 
the amount of any remaining cash, plus 
the collateral value of the remaining 
securities, then pledged as collateral to 
secure the secured demand note. The ap¬ 
plicant or registrant may not purchase 
for its own account any securities subject 
to such a sale: and 

(C) The secured demand note agree¬ 
ment may also provide that, in lieu of 
the procedures specified in the provisions 
required by <B) above, the lender with 
the prior written consent of the appli¬ 
cant or registrant and the contract mar¬ 
ket or if the applicant or registrant is 
not member of a contract market, then 
the Commission, may reduce the unpaid 
principal amount of the secured demand 
note. Provided, that after giving effect 
to such reduction the adjusted net capi¬ 
tal of the applicant or registrant would 


not be less than 10 percent of aggregate 
indebtedness or in the case of an appli¬ 
cant or registrant operating pursuant to 
paragraph (g> of this section, adjusted 
net capital would not be less than 7 per¬ 
cent of the funds required to be segre¬ 
gated pursuant to the Act and these 
regulations plus for Securities Brokers or 
Dealers. 7 percent of the aggregate debit 
items computed in accordance with 17 
CFR 240.15c3-3a. Provided, further, that 
no single secured demand note shall be 
permitted to be reduced by more than 15 
percent of its original principal amount 
and after such reduction no excess col¬ 
lateral may be withdrawn. No contract 
market shall consent to a reduction of 
the principal amount of a secured de¬ 
mand note if, after giving effect to such 
reduction, adjusted net capital would 
be less than 120 percent of the appropri¬ 
ate minimum dollar amount required by 
this section. 

(vil) Permissive Prepayment*. An ap¬ 
plicant or registrant at its option but not 
at the option of the lender, may. if the 
subordination agreement so provides, 
make a payment of all or any portion of 
the payment obligation thereunder prior 
to the scheduled maturity date of such 
payment obligation (hereinafter referred 
to as a "prepayment**), but in no event 
may any prepayment be made before the 
expiration of one year from the date 
such subordination agreement became 
effective; provided, however, that the 
foregoing restriction shall not apply to 
temporary subordination agreements 
which comply with the provisions of sub- 
paragraph <h> (3) (v) of this section. No 
prepayment shall be made, if after giving 
effect thereto (and to all payments of 
payment obligations under any other 
subordinated agreements then outstand¬ 
ing the maturity or accelerated maturi¬ 
ties of which are scheduled to fall due 
within six months after the date such 
prepayment is to occur pursuant to this 
provision or on or prior to the date on 
which the payment obligation in respect 
to such prepayment Is scheduled to ma¬ 
ture disregarding this provision, which¬ 
ever date is earlier) without reference to 
any projected profit or loss of the ap¬ 
plicant or registrant, either the adjusted 
net capital of the applicant or registrant 
is less than 10 percent of its aggregate in¬ 
debtedness or In the case of an applicant 
or registrant operating pursuant to para¬ 
graph (g) of thi section, its adjusted net 
rapital is less than 7 percent of the funds 
required to be segregated pursuant to the 
Act and these regulations plus for Secu¬ 
rities Brokers or Dealers. 7 percent of 
the aggregate debit items computed in 
accordance with 17 CFR 240,15c3-3a or 
its adjusted net capital is less than 120% 
of the appropriate minimum dollar 
amount required by this section. Not¬ 
withstanding the above, no prepayment 
shall occur without the prior written ap¬ 
proval of the contract market and the 
Commission. 

(vill) Suspended Repayment. (A) The 
payment obligation of the applicant or 
registrant in respect of any subordina¬ 
tion agreement shall be suspended and 
shall not mature if, after giving effect to 
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payment of such payment obligation 
(and to all payments of payment obliga¬ 
tions of the applicant or registrant under 
any other subordination agreement (s) 
then outstanding which are scheduled to 
mature on or before such payment 
obligation) either the adjusted net capi¬ 
tal of the applicant or registrant would 
be less than 8ft percent of aggregate in¬ 
debtedness or in the case of an applicant 
or registrant operating pursuant to para¬ 
graph (g) of this section, adjusted net 
capital would be less than 6 percent of 
the funds required to be segregated pur¬ 
suant to the Act and these regulations 
plus for Securities Brokers or Dealers. 6 
percent of the aggregate debit item s com¬ 
puted in accordance with 17 CFR 240.15 
c3-3a or its adjusted net capital would 
be less than 120 percent of the minimum 
dollar amount required by this section; 
Provided that the subordination agree¬ 
ment may provide that if the payment 
obligation of the applicant or registrant 
thereunder does not mature and is sus¬ 
pended as a result of the requirement of 
this pragraph (h) (2) (vili) of this sec¬ 
tion for a period of not less than six 
months the applicant or registrant shall 
thereupon commence the rapid and 
orderly liquidation of its business, but the 
right of the lender to receive payment, 
together with accrued interest or com¬ 
pensation. shall remain subordinate as 
required by the provisions of this sec¬ 
tion. 

(B) Whenever a subordination agree¬ 
ment provide* that an applicant or regis¬ 
trant shall commence a rapid and or¬ 
derly liquidation.* as permitted in para¬ 
graph (h) (2) (viii) (A), the date on 
which the liquidation commences shall be 
the maturity date for each subordination 
agreement of the applicant or registrant 
then outstanding, but the rights of the 
respective lenders to receive payment, 
together with accrued interest or com¬ 
pensation. shall remain subordinate as 
required by the provision of this section. 

(ix) Accelerated Maturity. Obligation 
to repay to remain subordinate: 

(A) Subject to the provisions of para¬ 
graph (h)(2)(vUi) of this section, a 
subordination agreement may provide 
that the lender may. upon prior written 
notice to the applicant or registrant and 
the contract market or if applicant or 
registrant is not a member of a contract 
market, then the Commission, given not 
earlier than six months after the effective 
date of such subordination agreement, 
accelerate the date on which the pay¬ 
ment obligation of the borrower, together 
with accrued interest or compensation, 
is scheduled to mature to a date not 
earlier than six months after giving of 
such notice, but the right of the lender 
to receive payment, together with ac¬ 
crued interest or compensation, shall 
remain subordinate as required by the 
provisions of this paragraph (h)(2) of 
this section. 

(B) Notwithstanding the provisions of 
paragraph <h)(2)(vlil> of this section, 
the payment obligation of the applicant 
or registrant with respect to a subordina¬ 
tion agreement, together with accrued 
interest and compensation, shall mature 


in the event of any receivership, in¬ 
solvency. liquidation pursuant to the 
Securities Investor Protection Act of 
1970 or otherwise, bankruptcy, assign¬ 
ment for the benefit of creditors, reor¬ 
ganization whether or not pursuant to 
the bankruptcy laws, or any other mar¬ 
shalling of the assets and liabilities of the 
applicant or registrant but the right of 
the lender to receive payment, together 
with accrued interest or compensation, 
shall remain subordinate as required by 
the provisions of paragraph (h)(2) of 
this section. 

(x) Accelerated Maturity of Subordi¬ 
nation Agreements on event of default 
and event of acceleration. Obligation to 
repay to remain subordinate: 

(A) A subordination agreement may 
provide that the lender may upon prior 
written notice to the applicant or regis¬ 
trant and the contract market or if the 
applicant or registrant is not a member 
of a contract market, the Commission, of 
the occurrence of any event of accelera¬ 
tion (as hereinafter defined) given no 
sooner than six months after the effective 
date of such subordination agreement, 
accelerate the date on which the payment 
obligation of the applicant or registrant, 
together with accrued interest or com¬ 
pensation. is scheduled to mature, to the 
last business day of a calendar month 
which is not less than six months after 
notice of acceleration is received by the 
applicant or registrant and the contract 
market, or if the applicant or registrant 
is not a member of a contract market, 
then the Commission. Any subordination 
agreement containing such events of ac¬ 
celeration may also provide, that If upon 
such accelerated maturity date the pay¬ 
ment obligation of the applicant or regis¬ 
trant is suspended as required by para¬ 
graph (h)(2)(vlii> of this section and 
liquidation of the applicant or registrant 
has not commenced on or prior to such 
accelerated maturity date then notwith¬ 
standing paragraph (h)(2)(vlll) of this 
section the payment obligation of the 
applicant or registrant with respect to 
such subordination agreement shall 
mature on the day immediately following 
such accelerated maturity date and in 
any such event the payment obligations 
of the applicant or registrant with re¬ 
spect to all other subordination agree¬ 
ments then outstanding shall also ma¬ 
ture at the same time but the rights of 
the respective lenders to receive pay¬ 
ment. together with accrued interest or 
compensation, shall remain subordinate 
as required by the provisions of para¬ 
graph (h)(2) of this section. Events of 
acceleration which may be included in a 
subordination agreement complying with 
this paragraph <h) (2) (x) of this section 
shall be limited to: 

(1 ) Failure to pay interest or any in¬ 
stallment of principal on a subordina¬ 
tion agreement as scheduled: 

(2) Failure to pay when due other 
money obligations of a specified mate¬ 
rial amount; 

(3) Discovery that any material, spec¬ 
ified representation or warranty of the 
applicant or registrant which is included 
in the subordination agreement and on 


which the subordination agreement wu 
based or continued was inaccurate in a 
material respect at the time made. 

(4) Any specified and clearly measur¬ 
able event which is included in the sub¬ 
ordination agreement and which the 
lender and the applicant or registrant 
agree, (a) is a significant indication that 
the financial position of the applicant 
or registrant has changed materially and 
adversely from agreed upon specified 
norms; or (b) could materially and ad¬ 
versely affect the ability of the applicant 
or registrant to conduct its business as 
conducted on the date the subordination 
agreement was made; or (c) is a signifi¬ 
cant change in the senior management 
of the applicant or registrant or in the 
general business conducted by the appli¬ 
cant or registrant from that which ob¬ 
tained on the date the subordination 
agreement became effective; 

(5) Any continued failure to perform 
agreed covenants Included in the subor¬ 
dination agreement relating to the con¬ 
duct of the business of the applicant or 
registrant or relating to the mainte¬ 
nance and reporting of its financial po¬ 
sition: and 

(B) Notwithstanding the provisions of 
paragraph (h) (2) (viii) of this section, s 
subordination agreement may provide 
that. If liquidation of the business of the 
applicant or registrant has not already 
commenced, the payment obligation of 
the applicant or registrant shall mature, 
together with accrued interest or com¬ 
pensation. upon the occurrence of an 
event of default (as hereinafter defined). 
8 uch agreement may also provide that, if 
liquidation of the business of the oppll- 
cant or registrant has not already com¬ 
menced. the rapid and orderly liquida¬ 
tion of the business of the applicant or 
registrant shall then commence upon the 
happening of an event of default Any 
subordination agreement which so pro¬ 
vides for maturity of the payment obli¬ 
gation upon the occurrence of an event 
of default shall also provide th«u the 
date on which such event of default oc¬ 
curs shall, if liquidation of the applicant 
or registrant has not already com¬ 
menced, be the date on which the pay¬ 
ment obligation of the applicant or reg¬ 
istrant with respect to all other subordi¬ 
nation agreements then outstanding 
shall mature but the rights of the re¬ 
spective lenders to receive payment, to¬ 
gether with accrued interest or compen¬ 
sation. shall remain subordinate as re¬ 
quired by the provisions of paragraph 
<h) (2) of this section. Events of default 
which may be Included in a subordina¬ 
tion agreement shall be limited to: 

(1) The making of an application by 
the Securities Investor Protection Cor¬ 
poration for a decree adjudicating that 
customers of the applicant or registrant 
are in need of protection under the Se¬ 
curities Investor Protection Act of l» 70 
and the failure of the applicant or regis¬ 
trant to obtain the dismissal of such 
application within 30 days: 

(2) Failure to meet the minimum capi¬ 
tal requirements of the Commission 
throughout a period of 15 consecutive 
business days, commencing on the day 
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the borrower first determines and notifies 
iny contract market of which he Is a 
©ember and the Commission: or Any 
contract market or the Commission first 
determines and notifies the applicant or 
registrant of such fact; 

(3) The Commission shall revoke the 
registration of the applicant or regis¬ 
trant; 

(4) The contract market shall suspend 
(ind not reinstate within 10 days) or re- 
volte the applicant or registrant's status 
is a member thereof; 

<5) Any receivership, insolvency, liqui¬ 
dation pursuant to the Securities Inves¬ 
tor Protection Act of 1970 or otherwise, 
bankruptcy, assignment for the benefit 
of creditors, reorganization whether or 
not pursuant to bankruptcy laws, or any 
other mr rshalling of the assets and 11- 
ibflitlfs of the applicant or registrant. 
A subnriUnatlon agreement which con¬ 
tains any of the provisions permitted by 
this subparagraph (2) <x) shall not con¬ 
tain the provision otherwise permitted 
byparu«raph (h) (2) (lx) (A) of this sec¬ 
tion. 

(3* Miscellaneous Provisions.—(I) 
Prohibr d Cancellation. The subordina¬ 
tion agreement shall not be subject to 
cancellation by either party; no payment 
shall be made with respect thereto and 
the agreement shall not be terminated, 
rerinded or modified by mutual consent 
or otherwise If the effect thereof would be 
Inconsistent with the requirements of 
paragraph (h).of this section. 

<ll) Notice of Maturity or Accelerated 
Maturity Every applicant or registrant 
shall immediately notify the contract 
market and the Commission If, after giv¬ 
ing effect to all payments of payment 
oMteationa under subordination agree¬ 
ments then outstanding which are then 
foe or mature within the following six 
months without reference to any pro¬ 
jected profit or loss of the applicant or 
Wflstnint, either the aggregate Indebted¬ 
ness of the applicant or registrant would 
tteced percent of its adjusted net 
capital or its adjusted net capital would 
be les& than 120 percent of the minimum 
dollar amount required by 11.17 or in 
the case of an applicant or registrant 
Is operating pursuant to paragraph 
{ V of f 1.17, Its adjusted net capital 
be less than 6 percent of the funds 
NWred to be segregated pursuant to 
«e Act and these regulations plus for 
Securities Brokers or Dealers, 6 percent 
of the aggregate debit items computed 
a accordance with 17 CFR 240 15c3-3a. 

<111) Certain Legends. If all the pro- 
of a satisfactory subordination 
Jfreement do not appear in a single in- 
JJJJJtoatt. then the debenture or other 
Wence of indebtedness shall bear on its 
si. appropriate legend stating that 
2 * issued subject to the provisions of a 
■wjtfsctory subordination agreement 
^nich shall be adequately referred to and 
fcoorporsted by reference. 

<lv‘ Legal Title to Securities. All se- 
pledged as collateral to secure a 
demand note must be in bearer 
■orrn or registered in the name of the 
•DWfciint or registrant or the name of its 
nominee or custodian. 


(v) Temporary Subordinations. For 
the purpose of enabling an applicant or 
registrant to participate as an under¬ 
writer of securities or other extraordi¬ 
nary activities in compliance with the 
net capital requirements of this section, 
an applicant or registrant shall be per¬ 
mitted. on no more than three occasions 
in any 12-month period to enter into a 
subordination agreement on a temporary 
basis which has a stated term of no more 
than 45 days from the date the subordi¬ 
nation agreement became effective. Pro¬ 
vided. that this temporary relief shall 
not apply to any applicant or registrant 
if. either the adjusted net capital of the 
applicant or registrant Is less than 10 
percent of its aggregate indebtedness or 
in the case of an applicant or registrant 
operating pursuant to paragraph (g) of 
this section, adjusted net capital is less 
than 7 percent of the funds required 
to be segregated pursuant to the Act 
and these regulations plus for Securities 
Brokers or Dealers. 7 percent of the ag¬ 
gregate debit items computed in ac¬ 
cordance with 17 CFR 240.15c3-3a or its 
net capital is less than 120% of the ap¬ 
propriate minimum dollar amount re¬ 
quired by this section, or the amount of 
Its then outstanding subordination 
agreements exceeds the limits specified 
in paragraph (d> of this section. Such 
temporary subordination agreement shall 
be subject to all the other provisions of 
this section. 

(vl) Filing. Two copies of any proposed 
subordination agreement (including non- 
conforming subordination agreements) 
shall be filed with the Commission at 
lease ten days prior to the proposed exe¬ 
cution date of the agreement or at such 
other time as the Commission for good 
cause shall accept such filing. Copies of 
the proposed agreement shall be filed 
with all contract markets of which the 
applicant or registrant is a member, if 
any, in such quantities and at such time 
as the contract markets may require. The 
applicant or registrant shall also file with 
said parties a statement setting forth 
the name and address of the lender, the 
business relationship of the lender to the 
applicant or registrant and whether the 
applicant or registrant carried funds or 
securities for the lender at or about the 
time the proposed agreement was so 
filed. All agreements shall be examined 
at the Commission and the contract mar¬ 
ket with whom such agreements are re¬ 
quired to be filed prior to their becom¬ 
ing effective. No proposed agreement 
shall be a satisfactory subordination 
agreement for the purposes of this sec¬ 
tion unless and until the Commission has 
found the agreement acceptable and such 
agreement has become effective In the 
form found acceptable. 

(vii) Subordination Agreements in Ef¬ 
fect Prior to Adoption—Any subordina¬ 
tion agreement which has been entered 
into prior to (date of adoption) and 
which has been deemed to be satisfactor¬ 
ily subordinated pursuant to this section 
heretofore In effect or the net capital 
rules of a registered national securities 
exchange or contract market shall con¬ 
tinue to be deemed a satisfactory sub¬ 


ordination agreement until the maturity 
of such agreement. Provided, that no 
renewal of an agreement which provides 
for automatic or optional renewal by the 
applicant or registrant or lender shall be 
deemed to be a satisfactory subordina¬ 
tion agreement unless such renewed 
agreement meets the requirements of 
this section, within six months of (the 
effective date of this section). Provided 
Further, that all subordination agree¬ 
ments must meet the requirements of 
this rule within five years of (date of 
adoption). 

(7 U.S.C. Of and 12a.) 

As Indicated above, it is the intent of 
the Commission to publish all segments 
of its proposed revisions to the minimum 
financal standards and related reporting 
requirements imposed upon FCM’s prior 
to taking final action on any of these 
proposals. The Commission also Intends 
to conduct public hearings on these pro¬ 
posals prior to taking such action. The 
date and place of such hearings will be 
announced subsequent to publication of 
these proposals. 

Issued In Washington, D.C., on May 
17.1977, by the Commission. 

William T. Bag ley. 

Chairman, Commodity 
Futures Trading Commission. 

AflTKDIX—CBT-CME P10T08AL 
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Section 
I. Definitions. 

A. Member. 

B. Examining Authority. 

C. Working Capital. 

D. Current Aaaeta. 

E. Current Liabilities 

F. Adjusted Working Capital. 

O. Aggregate Indebtedness 

H. Proprietary Account. 

I. Customer Account. 

J. Secured. 

□. Minimum Financial Standards 

A. Minimum Requirement. 

B. Alternative Requirement for Certain 
Brokers or Dealers. 

III. Financial Reporting Requirements. 

A. Members Subject to the Requirement 
of Section IIA. 

B. Members Subject to the Requirement of 
Section ms. 

C. Additional Requests for Financial In¬ 
formation; Audita. 

Appendix 

A. Standard for Subordination Agreements 
for Purposes of Sections I.E. (2) and I.O. (4). 

B. Securities. Money Market Jnstrumente. 
and Options: Amounts to be Deducted In 
Computing Adjusted Working Capital Pur¬ 
suant to Section IF. (6). 

I. Definition* For the purposes of these 
Minimum Financial Standards and Related 
Reporting Requirements, including Appen¬ 
dices A and B, the following definitions 
apply; provided, however, that nothing con¬ 
tained herein shall be construed to pre¬ 
vent the Examining Authority in applying 
thete Minimum Standards from making such 
adjustments to assets, liabilities, reserves, or 
equities which it considers to be reasonable 
and necessary to reflect the financial con¬ 
dition of a Member: A. •’Member’* means: 

1. With regard to the Board of Trade, each 
Member, registered partnership, registered 
corporation, and registered cooperative a*ao- 
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elation which La registered with the Com¬ 
modity Future* Trading Commission as a 
Futures Commission Merchant; 

2 With regard to the Board of Trade Clear¬ 
ing Corporation, each stockholder of the Cor¬ 
poration which Is registered with the Com¬ 
modity Futures Trading Commission as a 
Futures Commission Merchant; and 

3. With regard to the Chicago Mercantile 
Exchange, each clearing member, sub-broker 
and each member or member Arm which Is 
registered with the Commodity Futures Trad¬ 
ing Commission as a Futures Commission 
Merchant. 

B. ‘Examining Authority“ means: 

1. With regard to members of the Board 
of Trade, the Business Conduct Committee 
of the Board of Trade; 

2. With regard to Members of the Board of 
Trade Clearing Corporation, the Board of 
Oorernors of the Board of Trade Clearing Cor¬ 
poration; 

3. With regard to Members of the Chicago 
Mercantile Exchange, the Clearing House 
Committee of the Chicago Mercantile Ex¬ 
change; and 

4. With regard to Members of more than 
one Examining Authority, each such Exam¬ 
ining Authority. 

C. 'Working Capital ' 4 means the amount 
by which Current Assets exceed Current 
Liabilities. 

D. "Current Assets” means cash and other 
assets or resources commonly IdenttAed as 
those which are ressonsbly expected to be 
realized In cash or sold during the next 
twelve months In the normal course of opera¬ 
tion of the business of the Member and which 
are available for and Intended for payment 
of Current Liabilities. 

"Current Assets” excludes: l. Customer 
Accounts that liquidate to an unsecured 
deficit or contain unsecured debit balances 
and which accounts have been In such posi¬ 
tion over 15 days. 

2. Crop loans (loans made to farmers for 
the purpose of financing their crops or farm 
operations) which are not ( 1 ) due and col¬ 
lectible within nine months after the respec¬ 
tive dates of making such loans, and ( 11 ) evi¬ 
denced by legally enforceable written Instru¬ 
ments In the possession of the Member. 

3. All other unsecured receivables, except 
trade receivables, that are not due and col¬ 
lectible within six months from the respec¬ 
tive dstes of their inception. 

4. Clearing house stocks (except Board of 
Trade Clearing Corporation Stock and the 
Chicago Mercantile Exchange Security De¬ 
posit). exchange memberships, guaranty 
funds, and permanent deposits 

5. Unsecured advances and loans to any 
business affiliate that directly or Indirectly 
controls, is controlled by. or Is under common 
control, with the Member. 

0. Unrealized commissions on open futures 
contracts. 

7. Cash and claims to cash which are re¬ 
stricted as to use. such as customers' segre¬ 
gated funds. 

8 . Land, buildings, furniture and fixtures. 
Improvements to real property and other 
fixed assets. 

0. Prepaid expenses and deferred charges. 

10. Unsecured loans and advances to part¬ 
ners. officers, directors and employees of the 
Member. 

11. Unsecured debit balances and unse¬ 
cured deficits in accounts owned by the 
Member or in accounts of partners, officers, 
directors and employees of the Member. 

12. Securities without a ready market. 

E. "Current Uabllites” means obligations 
that are or will become due and payable in 
the next 12 months, or the liquidation of 
which Is reasonably expected to require the 
use of existing resources classifiable as Cur¬ 


rent Assets or the creation of other Current 
Liabilities. "Current Liabilities” excludes: 

1 . The amount of money, securities and 
property due to customers of the Member 
which is held In accounts segregated under 
the Commodity Exchange Act, but only if 
such money, securities and property are ex¬ 
cluded from Current Assets in computing 
Working Capital. 

2. The amount of Indebtedness subordi¬ 
nated to the claims of all general creditors of 
the Member pursuant to Subordination 
Agreements conforming with the standards 
set forth m Appendix A. 

3. Deferred Income taxes. 

F. "Adjusted Working Capital” means 
Working Capital lees: 1.5 percent of all un¬ 
secured receivables used by the Member In 
computing Working Capital, or such greater 
allowance for doubtful accounts as has been 
established for financial reporting purposes. 

2. The amount by which any advances paid 
by the Member on cash commodity contracts 
and used in computing Working Capital ex¬ 
ceed 05 percent of the market value of the 
commodities covered by such contracts. 

3. In the oase of cash commodity inventor¬ 
ies that are hedged by bona fide hedging posi¬ 
tions as defined by Regulation 1.3(c) of the 
Commodity Futures Trading Commission (17 
CFR I 1.3(c)) 5 percent of the market value 
of such inventories used by the Member in 
computing Working Capital: provided, how¬ 
ever, that if market value Is in excess of or 
lees than book value, the difference will be 
added to or subtracted from Working Capital 
respectively. 

4. In the case of cash commodity Inven¬ 
tories that are not hedged as specified In 

(3) above. 20 percent of the market value of 
such Inventories used by the Member in com¬ 
puting Working Capital; provided, however, 
that If market value is In excess of or less 
than book value, the difference will be added 
or subtracted from Working Capital respec¬ 
tively; provided further, however, that with 
respect to those unite of Inventory that are 
committed to fixed price sales, there shall 
be no deduction for such units of inventory 
used by the Member In computing Working 
Capital If the book value eo used does not 
exceed Its committed sales price. 

5. In the case of securities, money-market 
instruments, and options, the deductions set 
forth in Appendix B. 

G. "Aggregate Indebtedness” means that 
portion of the total liabilities of a Member 
which is not secured, but excluding: 

1. Advances received by the Member 
against bills of lading Issued In connection 
with the shipment of commodities sold by 
the Member 

2. Equities tn accounts of general partners. 

3. Equities In Customer Accounts. 

4. The amount of indebtedness subordi¬ 
nated to the claims of all general creditors 
of the Member pursuant to Subordination 
Agreements which conform with the stand¬ 
ards set forth In Appendix A. 

5. The used portion of a letter of credit 
that Is secured or used for arbitrage and the 
unused portion of any letter of credit. "Ar¬ 
bitrage” means an account of a clearing 
Member containing trades as a result of a 
specific arrangement between an Interna¬ 
tional Monetary Market member and an ap¬ 
proved bank whereby the International 
Monetary Market member has taken simul¬ 
taneously an opposite position with the bank 
to the International Monetary Market trans¬ 
actions contained In said account. 

Liabilities shall be deemed to be "secured' 
only to the extent that such liabilities are 
adequately collaterUlizcd by property owned 
by the Member or. In the case of a partner¬ 
ship. a general partner thereof. 

H. 'Proprietary Account” means a com¬ 
modity futures trading account carried on 


the books of the Member (1) for the Member 
Itself or (2) for a business affiliate which con¬ 
trols, or which is controlled by, or which la 
under common control with, the Member. 

1. "Customer Account” means a commodity 
futures trading account carried on the books 
of the Member which is subject to segregation 
under the Commodity Exchange Act 

J. "Secured”. In connection with loam, 
advances or other forms of receivables, mean* 
that: I. The item Is secured by collateral 
which can be readily converted Into cash 
equal to or In exceas of that part of the 
receivable which Is shown in the creditor*! 
records as secured, and 

2. The collateral Is tn the possession and 
control of the creditor, or 

3. The creditor has a legally enforceable, 
written security agreement signed by tht 
debtor and has a perfected security lntersst 
in the collateral within the meaning of ths 
laws of the State in which the collateral la 
located 

II. Minimum Financial Standard* 

A. Minimum Requirement. —1. Each mem¬ 
ber shall maintain at all times Adjusted 
Working Capital equal to or In excess of 
whichever of the following la greater: 

(a) 150.000 or (b) an amount equal to the 
sum of the Safety Factors prescribed below, 
plus 6%% of Aggregate Indebtedness 

Provided, however. That in the case of a 
Futures Commission Merchant which haa 
operated as such for 8 months or less, 4100,- 
000 will be substituted for 450.000 in (a) 
above. Provided further, that applicants for 
clearing membership shall meet such mini¬ 
mum requirements aa may be established by 
the Examining Authority from time to tune 

2. Safety /acton. The Safety Factors shall 
be: 

(a) An amount equal to 5 percent (in the 
case of GNMA contracts, 1 percent ! or the 
market value (In the case of T-Blil coa- 
tracta. the difference between the market 
value and face value) of the net long or net 
short futures contracts In each commodity, 
whichever la greater, carried in all Proprie¬ 
tary Accounts of the Member, exclusive of: 

1. Any contract representing a bona fids 
hedging transaction as defined by regulation 
1.3(a) of the Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission (17 CFR I 1.3<z) ); 

2. Any spread or straddle carried for ths 
same account In ths same commodity on the 
same market in the same crop year; 

3. Any contract resulting from an approved 
changer trade or arbitrage trade made tn ac¬ 
cordance with the rules of a contract market. 

(4) Any Intermarket or Intercrop year 
spread or straddle, or any Intermarket and 
Intercrop year spread or straddle, carrier! for 
the same account in the some commodity. 
Instead, the Safety Factor for such position* 
shall be & of 1 percent of the market vslue 
of that side of each such spread or straddle 
having the greater market value. 

(5) An amount equal to H of 1 percent 
(in the case of ONMA contracts, \U of I 
percent of the market value (In the case of 
T-Bill contracts, the difference between the 
market value and face value) of the total 
long or total short futures contracts In each 
commodity, whichever Is greater, carried tn 
all non-Proprietary Accounts by the Member, 
exclusive of: 

1. Any oontract representing a bona fids 
hedging transaction as defined by regulation 
1j8(e) of the Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission (17 CFR 1 15(a)) and carried in 
a non-Proprietary. non -Customer Account by 
the Member 

2. Any spread or straddle carried for the 
same account In the same commodity on toe 
same market in the same crop year; 

3. Any oontract resulting from an ap¬ 
proved changer trade or sbitrag# trade made 
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is BcrGfdime* with the rule* of a contract 
nsrkr 

I Any tntermarket or Intercrop year 
m7t vl or straddle, or any intermarket and 
Intercrop year spread or straddle, carried for 
nine account in the same commodity; 
instead, the Safety Factor for such positions 
feall t>e 'y* of 1 percent of the market value 
of that side of each such spread or straddle 
dating the greiter market value. 

(c) S-:ch other amount as the Examining 
Authority may determine at any time to be 
itaaooable and neceatary In view of the fl- 
nancip condition of the particular Member, 
including the financial condition and capi¬ 
talisation of the Member In relation to the 
volum* and nature of Its commodities and 
other business transacted with or on the 
fadUUr* of the Examining Authority or 
otherwise. 

B. Alternative Requirements /or Certain 
Broker or Dealers. Upon application to the 
Hamming Authority, a Member who Is a 
broker or dealer subject to the provisions 
of rule I5c3-1 of the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission (17 CTO 1 240 15c31 > 
may be exempted by the Examining Author¬ 
ity from the provlalons of Section n.A.. pro¬ 
vided that all “satisfactory subordination 
Hreementa" of such member, as that term 
It defined In Appendix D to rule 15C&-1. in¬ 
clude (by addendum or otherwise) the Ex¬ 
amining Authority as an “examining author¬ 
ity**. m that term la used in Appendix D to 
role 154.7-1. to whom all notices must be 
given, or from whom prior consents or ap¬ 
proval* must be obtained In accordance with 
or pursuant to the terms of such agreements. 
Xarh exempted Member shall Instead main¬ 
tain at all times Net Capital an computed in 
accordance with the rule 15c3-l in such 
amount as to comply with the minimum re¬ 
quirements of that Rule. The exemption of 
i Member from the provisions of Section 
C A is within the sole discretion of the Ex- 
ftolntng Authority and may be revoked by 
the Examining Authority at any time. Im¬ 
mediately upon such revocation, the Member 
than be subject to the provlalons of 8ectlon 
Ua 

m Financial Reporting Requirements 

A Members Subject to the Requirement 
<yf Section UA. — 1. Each Member who is 
■abject to the requirement of Section n.A. 
■hall submit to the Examining Authority 
during each 12-month period a financial re¬ 
port examined by an Independent public ac¬ 
countant acceptable to the' Examining Au¬ 
thority 

(a) Such report shall be submitted as of 
1 ■poetQ«<1 date during the course of. or fol- 
to»lng. r*ch 12-month period 

<b) The report shall be made on a form 
ptotidfd by the Examining Authority. 

(I) In addition, each such Member shall 
lubmi: during each 12-month period 1 addi¬ 
tional financial report as or a date specified 
the Examining Authority. The report 
•kail be made on a form provided by the 
Authority. 

B Members Subject to the Requirement 
0/ Section UR. Each Member who Is subject 
U the alternative requirement of Section 

shall: 

1 Promptly provide the Examining Au- 
tocruy vtth copies of all statements, reports. 
"Currents, agreements and notices prepared 
■nd filed or submitted by the Member pur- 

to or j n compliance with Rules 15c3-l. 

I7a-10 and 17a-li of the Securities 
■^ Exchange Commission (17 CTO II 240.- 
17a~10 and 17a~ll) and such 
**htlonal reports and schedules as may be 
JJQuired by the Examining Authority from 
***** to time, and 

2 ®^bmlU upon request, to the Exam In- 
lQ * Authority, at the same time that the 


audited financial report of the Member is 
submitted, a financial report prepared on a 
form provided by the Examining Authority. 

Additional Requests for Financial Infor¬ 
mation; Audits.— 1. Each Member shall pro¬ 
vide such additional financial .Information as 
tho Examining Authority may request from 
time to time. 

2. All financial reports submitted may be 
audited by the Examining Authority In the 
course of any examination of the books and 
records of the Member. 

3. A duplicate copy of any financial report 
requested by the Examining Authority shall 
be promptly sent to all other Examining 
Authorities. 

4 All Examining Authorities shall be 
promptly notified by the Member of any re¬ 
quest for modification of capital structure 
by an Examining Authority. 

Mihimum Financial Standaxds and Related 
Reporting Requirements 

APPENDIX 

Standard for Subordination Agreements foe 

Purposes of Sections IJS (2) and J.O. (4) 

INDEX 

Section 

A-I. Additional Definitions. 

A. Subordination Agreement. 

B. Subordinated Loan Agreement. 

C. Collateral Value. 

D. Payment Obligation. 

E Payment. 

F. Secured Demand Note Agreement. 

O. Lender. 

A-n. Minimum Requirements for Subordina¬ 
tion Agreements. 

A. Terms and Nature of Obligation. 

B. Specific Amount. 

C. Effective Subordination. 

D Proceeds of Subordinated Loan Agree¬ 
ments 

E. Certain Rights of the Borrower. 

F. Collateral for 8ecured Demand Notes. 

O. Permissive Prepayments. 

H Suspended Repayment. 

t Accelerated Maturity—Obligation to Re¬ 
pay to Remain Subordinate 

J. Accelerated Maturity of Subordination 
Agreements on Event of Default and Event 
of Acceleration Obligation to Repay to Re¬ 
main Subordinate. 

A-rn Miscellaneous Provisions. 

A. Prohibited Cancellation. 

B. Notice of Maturity or Accelerated Ma¬ 
turity. 

C. Certain Legends. 

D. Legal Title to Securities. 

E. Filing. 

F. Subordination Agreements In Effect 
Prior to Adoption. 

A-I. Additional Definitions. —A. “Subordi¬ 
nation Agreement” means either a Subordi¬ 
nated Loan Agreement or a Secured Demand 
Note Agreement 

B. “Subordinated Loan Agreement** means 
the agreement or agreements evidencing or 
governing a subordinated borrowing of cash. 

C. “Collateral Value** of any securities 
pledged to secure a secured demand note 
means the market value of such securities 
after giving effect to the haircuts specified 
In Appendix B 

D “Payment Obligation’* mean* the obli¬ 
gation of a borrower under any Subordina¬ 
tion Agreement (1) to repay cash loaned to 
the borrower pursuant to a Subordinated 
Loan Agreement or (2) to return a secured 
demand note contributed to the borrower or 
reduce the unpaid principal amount thereof 
and to return cash or securities pledged ss 
collateral to secure the secured demand note. 

E. “Payment** means the performance by 
a borrower of a Payment Obligation. 

F. “Secured Demand Note Agreement” 
means an agreement (Including the related 


secured demand note) evidencing or govern¬ 
ing the contribution of a secured demand 
note to a borrower and the pedge of securi¬ 
ties and/or cash with the borrower as col¬ 
lateral to secure payment of such secured 
demand note. Additionally: 

1. The Secured Demand Note Agreement 
may provide that neither the Lender, his 
heirs, executors, administrators or assigns 
shall be personally liable on such note and 
that in the event of default the borrower 
shall look for payment of such note solely 
to tho collateral then pledged to secure the 
same. 

2 The secured demand note shall be a 
promissory note executed by the Lender and 
shall be payable on the demand of the bor¬ 
rower to which it Is contributed: provided, 
however, that the making of such demand 
may be conditioned upon the occurrence of 
any of certain events which are acceptable 
to the Examining Authority. 

3. If such note Is not paid upon present¬ 
ment and demand as provided therein, the 
borrower shall have the right to liquidate all 
or any part of the securities then pledged 
as collateral to secure payment of the same 
and to apply the net proceeds of such liqui¬ 
dation. together with any cash then in¬ 
cluded In the collateral. In payment of such 
note. Subject to the prior rights of the bor¬ 
rower ss pledgee, the Lender may retain 
ownership of the collateral and have the 
benefit of any increases and bear the risks 
of any decreases In the value of the collat¬ 
eral and may retain the right to vote secu¬ 
rities contained within the collateral any 
any right to Income therefrom or distribu¬ 
tions thereon, except the borrower shall have 
the right to receive and hold as pledgee all 
dividends payable In securitise and all par¬ 
tial and complete liquidating dividends. 

4. Subject to the prior rights of the bor¬ 
rower as pledgee, the Lender may have the 
right to direct the sale or any securities In¬ 
cluded In the collateral, to direct the pur¬ 
chase of securities with any cash Included 
therein, to withdraw excess collateral or to 
substitute cash or other securities as col¬ 
lateral, provided that the net proceeds of any 
such sale and the cash so substituted and 
the securities so purchased or substituted 
are held by the borrower as pledgee, and are 
included within the collateral to secure pay¬ 
ment of the scoured demand note, and pro¬ 
vided further that no such transaction shall 
be permitted If. after giving effect thereto, 
the sum of the amount of any ossh, plus 
the Collateral Value of the securities then 
pledged as collateral to secure the secured 
demand note, would be less than the unpaid 
principal amount of the secured demand 
note. 

5. Upon payment by the Lender, as dis¬ 
tinguished from a reduction by the Lender 
as provided for In subdivision A-HJP.(3) be¬ 
low. or reduction by the borrower as pro¬ 
vided for In A-II.O. below of all or any part 
of the unpaid principal amount of the 
secured demand note, a borrower shall Issue 
to the Lender a Subordinated Loan Agree¬ 
ment In the amount of such payment (or In 
the case of a borrower that is a partnership, 
credit a capital account of the Lender) or 
issue preferred or oomroon stock of the bor¬ 
rower In the amount of such payment, or any 
combination of the foregoing, as provided for 
In the Secured Demand Note Agreement. 

O. “Lender” means the person who lends 
cash to a borrower pursuant to a Subordi¬ 
nated Loan Agreement and the person who 
contributes a secured demand note to s bor¬ 
rower pursuant to a Secured Demand Note 
Agreement. 

A-U. Minimum Requirements for Subordi¬ 
nation Agreements. —A. Terms and Nature of 
Obligation. Subject to A-I. above, a Subordi¬ 
nation Agreement means a written agreement 
between the borrow e r and the Lender, which: 
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1. Has a minimum term of one year, and 

2 . U a valid and binding obligation en¬ 
forceable in accordance with ita term a (.'sub¬ 
ject aa to enforcement to applicable bank¬ 
ruptcy. 1 insolvency, reorganization, morato¬ 
rium and other similar laws) against the 
borrower and the lender and their respective 
heirs, executors, administrators, successors 
and assigns 

B. Specific Amount. All Subordination 
Agreements shall be for a specific dollar 
amount which shall not be reduced for the 
duration of the agreement except by Install¬ 
ments aa specifically provided for therein 
and except as otherwise provided in this 
Appendix. 

O. Effective Subordination. The Subordina¬ 
tion Agreement shall effectively subordinate 
any right of the Lender to receive any Pay¬ 
ment with respect thereto, together with 
accrued interest or compensation, to the 
prior payment or provision for payment in 
full of all claims of all present and future 
creditors of the borrower arising out of any 
matter occurlng prior to the date on which 
the related Payment Obligation matures, ex¬ 
cept for claims which are the subject of 
Subordination Agreements which rank on 
the same priority as or junior to the claim of 
the Lender under such Subordination 
Agreement*. 

D. Proceeds of Subordinated Loan Agree¬ 
ments. The Subordinated Loan Agreement 
shall provide that the cash proceed* thereof 
shall be used and dealt with by the borrower 
aa part of Ita capital and shall be subject 
to the risks of the business. 

E. Certain Eights of the Borrower. The 
Subordination Agreement shall provide that 
the borrower shall have the right to: 

1. Deposit any cash proceeds of a Sub¬ 
ordinated Loan Agreement and any cash 
pledged as collateral to secure a secured de¬ 
mand note in an account or accounts In Its 
own name In any bank or trust company; 

2. Pledge, repledge, hypothecate and re¬ 
hypothecate. any or all of the securities 
pledged as collateral to secure a secured de¬ 
mand note, without notice, separately or In 
common with other securities or property for 
the purpose of securing any Indebtedness of 
the borrower; and 

3. Lend to Itself or others any or all of 
the securities and cash pledged as collateral 
to secure a secured demand note. 

P. Collateral for Secured Demand Notes 
Only cash and securities which are fully paid 
for and which may be publicly offered or sold 
without registration under the Securities Act 
of 1033. and the offer, sale and transfer of 
which are not otherwise restricted, may be 
pledged as collateral to secure a secured de¬ 
mand note. The Secured Demand Note Agree¬ 
ment shall provide that If at any time the 
sum of the amount of any cash, plus the 
Collateral Value of any securities then 
pledged as collateral to secure the secured 
demand note Is leas than the unpaid prin¬ 
cipal amount of the secured demand note, 
the borrower must Immediately transmit 
written notice to that effect to the Lender 
and the Examining Authority The Secured 
Demand Note Agreement shall also require 
that following such transmittal: 

1. The Lender, prior to noon of the busi¬ 
ness day next succeeding the transmittal of 
such notice, may pledge as colleral additional 
cash or securities sufficient, after giving effect 
to such pledge, to bring the sum of the 
amount of any cash plus the Collateral Value 
of any securities, then pledged as collateral 
to secure the secured demand note, up to 
an amount not leas than the unpaid principal 
amount of the secured demand note; and 

2. Unless additional cash or securities are 
pledged by the Lender as provided in (1) 
above, the borrower at noon on the business 
day next succeeding the transmittal of notloe 


to the Lender must commence sale, for the 
account of the Lender, of such of the secu¬ 
rities then pledged ss collateral to secure 
the secured demand note and apply so much 
of the net proceeds thereof, together with 
such of the cash then pledged ss collateral 
to secure the secured demand note as may 
be necessary to eliminate the unpaid prin¬ 
cipal amount of the secured demand note; 
provided, however, that the unpaid princi¬ 
pal amount of the secured demand note need 
not be reduced below the sum of the amount 
of any remaining cash, plus the Collateral 
Value of the remaining securities, then 
pledged as collateral to secure the secured 
demand note The borrower may not pur¬ 
chase for its own account any securities sub¬ 
ject to such a sale. 

3. The Secured Demand Note Agreement 
may also provide that. In lieu of the proce¬ 
dures specified In the provisions required by 
(2) above, the Lender with the prior written 
consent of the borrower and the Examining 
Authority may reduce the unpaid principal 
amount of the secured demand note. Pro¬ 
vided. That after giving effect to such reduc¬ 
tion the firm can demonstrate that It will 
comply with the Minimum Financial Stand¬ 
ards of the Examining Authority. 

O. Permissive Prepayments. A borrower 
at its option, but not at the option of the 
Lender, may. If the Subordination Agreement 
so provides, make a Payment of all or any 
portion of the Payment Obligation there¬ 
under prior to the scheduled maturity date 
of such payment obligation (a '‘Prepay¬ 
ment”) . No Prepayment shall be made. If, 
after giving effect thereto (and to all Pay¬ 
ments of Payment Obligations under any 
other Subordinated Agreements then out¬ 
standing the maturity or accelerated ma¬ 
turities of which are scheduled to fall due 
wtthln 6 months after the date such Prepay¬ 
ment Is to occur pursuant to this provision 
or on or prior to the date on which the Bay- 
men t Obligation In respect of such Prepay¬ 
ment Is scheduled to mature disregarding 
this provision, whichever date Is earlier) 
without reference to any projected profit or 
loss of the borrower, the borrower would fall 
to comply with the Minimum Financial Re¬ 
quirements of the Examining Authority. Not¬ 
withstanding the above, no Prepayment shall 
occur without the prior approval of the Ex¬ 
amining Authority. 

H. Suspended Repayment.— 1 . The Pay¬ 
ment Obligation of the borrower In respect 
of any Subordination Agreement shall be 
suspended and shall not mature If. after 
giving effect to Payment of such Payment 
Obligation (and to all Payments of Payment 
Obligations of the borrower under any other 
Subordination Agreement (a) then outstand¬ 
ing which are scheduled to mature on or 
before such Payment Obligation) the bor¬ 
rower would fall to comply with the Mini¬ 
mum Financial Standards of the Examining 
Authority. Provided, that the Subordination 
Agreement may provide that If the Payment 
Obligation of the borrower thereunder doe* 
not mature and la suspended as a result of 
the requirement of this provision for a 
period of not leas than 6 months the bor¬ 
rower shall thereupon commence the rapid 
and orderly liquidation of its business but 
the right of the Lender to receive Payment, 
together with accrued Interest or compen¬ 
sation. shall remain subordinate as required 
by the provisions of this Appendix. 

2. Whenever a Subordination Agreement 
provides that a borrower shall commence a 
rapid and orderly liquidation, a* permitted 
In (1) above, the date in which the liquida¬ 
tion commences shall be the maturity date 
for each Subordination Agreement of the 
borrower then outstanding, but the rights of 
the respective lenders to receive Payment, 
together with accrued Interest or compensa¬ 


tion. shall remain subordinate as require 
by the provisions of this Appendix 

L Accelerated Maturity—Obligate u> r*. 
pay to Remain Subordinate: 

1. Subject to the provisions of H abort % 
subordination agreement may provide tbit 
the Lender may, upon prior written : otic# to 
the borrower and the Examining Authority 
not earlier than 0 months after the .Teeth* 
data of such Subordination Agreen^:, K . 
celerate the <J.\te on which the Payment Obli¬ 
gation of the borrower, together with accruM 
interest or compensation. Is schedule - , ma¬ 
ture to a date not earlier than fl n oaths 
after giving of such notice, but the i ;ght of 
the Lender to receive Payment, together wttfc 
accrued Interest or compensation, shall re¬ 
main subordinate a* required by the pre¬ 
visions of this Appendix. 

2. Notwithstanding the provision of H 
above, the Payment Obligation of the bor¬ 
rower with respect to a Subordinate i A^ree- 
ment* together with accrued lntenui u* 
compensation, shall mature In the event of 
any receivership. Insolvency, liquidation, 
bankruptcy, assignment for the benefit of 
creditors, reorganization whether or not pur¬ 
suant to the bankruptcy laws, or any ether 
marshalling of the asset* and liabilities of the 
borrower but the right of the lender to re¬ 
ceive Payment, together with accrued interest 
or compensation, shall remain subordinate a* 
required by the provisions of this Appendix. 

J. Accelerated Maturity of Subordlnattoo 
Agreements on Event of Default and Event of 
Acceleration Obligation to Repay to Remain 
Subordinate: 

1. A Subordination Agreement may provtd* 
that the lender may, upon written notice to 
the borrower and the Examining Authority 
of the occurrence of any Event of Acceler¬ 
ation (as defined below) given no sooner than 
6 months ofter the effective date of *udi 
Subordination Agreement, accelerate the date 
on which the Payment Obligation of the bor¬ 
rower. together with accrued Interest or com¬ 
pensation. Is scheduled to mature to the 
last business day of a calendar month which 
Is not less than 6 months after notice of ac¬ 
celeration is received by the borrower and the 
Examining Authority. Any Subordtr ation 
Agreement containing such Event/, of Ac¬ 
celeration may also provide, that *.f upon 
such accelerated maturity date the Payment 
Obligation of the borrower is tttfper-led s* 
required by H. above and liquidation of the 
borrower has not commenced on or prior to 
such accelerated maturity date, then not¬ 
withstanding H. above the Payment 
Uon of the borrower with respect to such 
Subordination Agreement shall mature oo 
the day Immediately following such accele¬ 
rated maturity date and In any such even 
the Payment Obligations of the borrower 
with respect to all other Subordination 
Agreements then outstanding shall also ma¬ 
ture at the same time, but the rights oi 
the respective Lenders to receive Payment, 
together with accrued interest or compenj 
nation, shall remain subordinate as requirw 
by the provisions of this Appendix Even** 
of Acceleration which may be Included in * 
subordination agreement complying with tan 
provision shall be limited to: 

(a) Failure to pay interest or any ir.atafi- 
mscit of principal on a Subordination Agree- 


>nt as scheduled; 

(b) Failure to pay when due other money 
ligations of a specified material amount; . 

(c) Dlecovery that any material. •P cct ° 
presentation or warranty of the borro^ 
deb Is Included In the Subordinated Agree- 
rnt and on which the Subordination Agret- 
>nt was based or continued was lnaocum 

a material respect at the time ®adr 

(d) Any specified and clearly ™^^, b on 
ent which U Included In the 8 ubordln*‘-o 
;reement and which the Lender an< 
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borrower agree (I) is a elgnincm.ru indication 
»fc** the financial position of the borrower 
iM changed materially and adversely from 
yrytevi upon specified norms or (II) could 
Bstertslly and adversely affect the ability 
pf the borrower to conduct it* business as 
eonduct^d on the date the Subordination 
Amen.rnt was made or (ill) Is a significant 
chan£ f iff the senior management of the bor¬ 
row or in the general business conducted 
by the rorrower from that which obtained 
oa the date the Subordination Agreement 
became effective. 

(e) Any continued, failure to perform 
ureed covenant* Included in the Subordina¬ 
tion Agreement relating to the conduct of 
the business of the borrower or relating to 
the maintenance and reporting of its fin¬ 
ancial position. 

%. Notwithstanding the provisions of < H. 
•bore, a hubordinatlon Agreement may pro¬ 
vide that. If liquidation of business of the 
borrower base not already commenced, the 
Paymtr.r Obligation of the borrower shall 
mature t.^gether with accrued interest or 
eompensaUon, upon the occurrence of an 
Brent of Default <aa defined below) . Such 
agreement may also provide that, if liquida¬ 
tion of the business of the borrower has not 
Ureadr commenced, the rapid and orderly 
UqttldsUcm of the business of the borrower 
shall then commence upon the happening 
or an Event of Default. Any Subordination 
Agreement which so provides for maturity of 
the Payment Obligation upon Che occurrence 
of an Kvcnt of Default shall also provide that 
the date on which such Event of Default oc¬ 
cur shall, ir liquidation of the borrower has 
noi already commenced, be the date on which 
the Payment Obligation of the borrower with 
respect to all other Subordination Agree¬ 
ments then outstanding shall mature but the 
fights of the respective Lenders to receive 
Payment, remain subordinate as required 
by the prc vUilona of this Appendix. Events of 
Default which may be included In a Sub¬ 
ordination Agreement shall be limited to: 

(a) failure to comply with the Minimum 
financial Standard* of the Examining Au¬ 
thority throughout a period of 15 consecu¬ 
tive business days, commencing on the day 
the borrower first determines and notifies the 
bamming Authority, or the Examining Au¬ 
thority first determines and notifies the 
borrower of such fact: 

(b) The Commodity Futures Trading Com- 
Bbalon shall revoke the registration of the 

borrower. 

(e) The Examining Authority ahall sus- 
pwvd (and not reinstate within 10 days) 
or revoke the borrower s status as a Mem¬ 
ber thereof; 

fd) Any receivership, insolvency. liquida¬ 
te®- bankruptcy, assignment for the benefit 
of creditors, reorganization, whether or not 
pursuant to bankruptcy laws, or any other 
marthalling of the assets and liabilities of 
iht borrower. 

A Subordination Agreement which 
oontatna any of the provisions permitted by 
wU Section J. shall not contain the pro- 
tooci otherwise permitted by I. ( 1 ) above, 
kiw 111 Miscellaneous Provisions. — A. Pro- 
Wotted Cancellation. The Subordination 
Afreement shall not be subject to cancel la- 
by either party: no Payment shall be 
with respect thereto and the agree- 
"hall not be terminated, rescinded or 
“OUtffed by mutual consent or otherwise If 
uj* effect thereof would be Inconsistent with 
««requirement* of this Appendix 
turn Wot1Ce of Maturity or Accelerated Ms- 
-Every borrower ahall Immediately no- 
JJ Examin i n g Authority If. after gW- 
*° 1113 Payments of Payment Ob- 
JWJotia under Subordination Agreements 

en outstanding which are then due or 
«*ture within the following 5 months wltfo- 

1 rt:rr * rv °e to .any projected profit or loss 


of the borrower. It falls to comply with the 
Minimum Financial Standards of t£io Exam¬ 
ining Authority. 

C. Certain Legends. If all the provisions 
of a Subordination Agreement do not appear 
In a single Instrument, then the debenture 
or other evidence of Indebtedness ahall bear 
on Its face an appropriate legend stating that 
It Is issued subject to the provisions of a 
Subordination Agreement which ahall bq ad¬ 
equately referred to and incorporated by 
reference. 

D. Legal Title to Securities. All securities 
pledged as collateral to secure a secured de¬ 
mand note must be In bearer form, or reg¬ 
istered In the name of the borrower or the 
name of It* nominee or custodian. 

E. Piling Two copies of any proposed Sub¬ 
ordination Agreement (including non-con- 
forming subordination agreements) shall be 
filed at least 10 days prior to the proposed 
execution date of the agreement with the 
Examining Authority or at such other time 
aa the Examining Authority for good cause 
shall determine. The borrower shall also file 
a statement setting forth the name and ad¬ 
dress of the Lender, the business relationship 
of the lender to the borrower, and whether 
the borrower carried funds or securities for 
the Lender at or about the time the proposed 
agreement was so filed. No proposed agree¬ 
ment ahall be satisfactory for the purposes 
of this section unless and until the Examin¬ 
ing Authority has found the agreement ac¬ 
ceptable and such agreement has become 
effective In the form found acceptable 

P. Subordination Agreements in Effect 
Prior to Adoption. Any subordination agree¬ 
ment which has been entered Into prior to 
(Effective Date of Appendix A) and which 
has been deemed to be a "satisfactory sub¬ 
ordination agreement" pursuant to the capi¬ 
tal rule of the Examining Authority hereto¬ 
fore In effect ahall be deemed to be satisfac¬ 
tory for the purposes of this section until the 
maturity of such agreement. Provided. That 
no renewal of any agreement which provided 
for automatic or optional renewal by the bor¬ 
rower or Lender shall be deemed to be satis¬ 
factory unless such renewed agreement meets 
the requirement* of this Appendix. Provided, 
further, that all Subordination Agreement* 
must meet the requirements of this Appen¬ 
dix within 5 yean of (Effective Date of Ap¬ 
pendix A). 

Minimum Financial Standards and Related 
Reposting Requirements 

APPENDIX H 

Securities, Money Market Instrument .« and 

Options: Amounts to be Deducted In Com¬ 
puting Adjusted Working Capital Pursuant 

to Section I F (5) 

INDEX 

Section 

B-I. Securities and Money Market Instru¬ 
ments. 

A. U- 8 . Government Securities. 

B. Municipals 

C. Canadian Debt Obligations. 

D. Certain Municipal Bond Trust* and 
Liquid Funds. 

E. Commercial Paper. Bankers Acceptances 
and Certificates of Deposit. 

P. Nonconvertible Debt Securities. 

O. Convertible Debt Securities. 

H. Preferred Stock. 

I. Risk Arbitrage Positions. 

J. All Other Securities. 

K Securities with a Limited Market. 

L. Exceptions to K. Above. 

B-II. Stock Options. 

A Definitions: 

1. Listed Option. 

2. Unlisted Option. 


B. Certain Adjustments to Working Capi¬ 
tal for Listed Options before Computing the 
Deductions Specified In C. Below 

C. Deduction from Working Capital for 
Listed Options and Securities Positions in 
which the Broker or Dealer has Offsetting 
Option Positions: 

1. Uncovered Calls. 

2. Uncovered Puts. 

3. Covered Calls. 

4. Covered Puts- 

5. 5. Conversion Accounts. 

7. Long Over-the-Counter Options. 

8 . Listed Options 

2. 10. Certain Security Positions with Off¬ 
setting Options. 

11, 12. Certain 8 pread Positions. 

B-I. Securities and Money Market Instru¬ 
ments. 

A. U S Government Securities . In the case 
of a security issued or guaranteed as to prin¬ 
cipal or interest by the United States or any 
agency thereof, the applicable percentages of 
the market value of the net long or short 
position in each of the categories specified 
below are: 

1 . Less than 1 year to maturity. 0 percent. 

2. 1 year but less than 3 years to maturity. 

1 percent. 

3. 3 years but less than 5 years to maturity, 

2 percent, 

4.5 years or more to maturity, 3 percent. 

B. Municipals. In the case of any municipal 
security which Is not traded fiat or In default 
as to principal or Interest, the applicable 
percentages of the market value on the 
greater of the long or short position In 
each of the categories specified below are. 

1. Lets than 1 year to maturity, 1 percent. 

2 . 1 year but Ites than 2 years to maturity. 

2 percent. 

3. 2 years but leas than 5 years to maturity. 

3 percent. 

4.5 years or more to maturity. 5 percent. 

C. Canadian Debt Obligations. In the caee 
of any security Issued or unconditionally 
guaranteed a* to principal and Interest by 
the Government of Canada, the percentages 
of market value to be deducted shall be the 
same a* In A above. 

D. Certain Municipal Bond Trusts and 
Liquid Asset Funds In the esse of securities 
of an Investment company registered under 
the Investment Company Act of 1240. which 
asset* are In the form of cash or securities 
or money market Instruments which are de¬ 
scribed In subdivision A. C above or E below, 
the deduction shall be 5 percent of the 
market value of the greater of the long or 
short position. 

E. Commercial Paper, Bankers Acceptances 
and Certificates of Deposit. In the case of 
any short-term promissory note or evidence 
of indebtedness which baa a fixed rate of 
interest or is sold at a discount and which 
has a maturity date at date of issuance not 
exceeding 2 months exclusive of days of 
grace, or any renewal thereof, the maturity 
of which 1 * likewise limited and is rated In 
one of the three highest categories by at 
at least two of the nationally recognized 
statistical rating organization*, or In the 
case of any negotiable certificate* of depost t* 
or bankers acceptance or similar type of In¬ 
strument Issued or guaranteed by any bank, 
the applicable percentages of the market 
value of the greater of the long or short 
position* tn each of the categories specified 
below are: 

1. Less than 30 days to maturity. 0 percent. 

2.30 days but less than 21 days to maturity. 
It of 1 percent. 

3. 21 days but less than 181 days to ma¬ 
turity, % of 1 percent 

4. 181 days but leas than 271 days to ma¬ 
turity. % of i percent. 
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5.271 day* but las* than 1 year to maturity. 
^ of 1 perce n t, and 

6 . With new pec t to any negotiable certificate 
of deposit or ban ken acceptance or similar 
type of Instrument issued or guaranteed by 
any bank aa defined shore haring 1 year or 
more to maturity, the deduction shall be 
on the greater of the long or short position 
and Shall be the same percentage as that 
prescribed In A. above. 

?. Nonconvertible Debt Securities In the 
case of noooonverUble debt eectrttftes having 
a fixed Interest rate and fixed maturity date 
and which are not traded Oat or In default 
as to principal or Interest and which are 
rated In one of the four highest rating cate¬ 
gories by at least two of the nationally 
recognised statistical rating organisations, 
the applicable percentages of the market 
value of the greater of the long or short 
poteuton in each of the categories specified 
Movers: 

(1) Less than 1 year to maturity. 1 percent 

(2) 1 year but leas than 2 years to matur¬ 
ity, 2 percent 

(3) 2 year* but less than 3 years to matur¬ 
ity, 3 percent. 

(4) 3 years but less than 4 years to matur¬ 
ity, 4 percent 

(ft) 4 years but leas than 5 years to matur¬ 
ity. 5 percent and 

(6) 5 years or more to maturity. 7 percent 

O. Convertible Debt Securities In the case 
of a debt security not in default which has 
a fixed rate of Interest and a fixed maturity 
date and which is convertible Into an equity 
security, the deductions shall be as follows: 
If the market value is 100 percent or more 
of the principal amount, the deduction shall 
be determined as specified in subdivision J. 
below: If the market value is less than the 
principal amount the deduction shall be 
determined ss specified In subdivision F. 
above if such securities are rated as required 
by subdivision F. above. 

H. Preferred Stock . In the case of cumula¬ 
tive nonconvertible preferred stock ranking 
prior to all other classes of stock of the same 
Issuer, which are not in arrears as to divi¬ 
dends, the deduction shall be 20 percent of 
the market value of the greater of the long 
or short position, 

L Risk Arbitrage Positions In the case of 
each risk arbitrage transaction, the deduc¬ 
tion shall be 30 percent (or such other per¬ 
centage as required by this subdivision) on 
the long or equivalent short position, which¬ 
ever has the greater market value. A “risk 
arbitrage transaction** shall mean the sale 
(either when Issued, when distributed or 
short) of securities Involved In a pending 
merger, consolidation, transfer of assets, ex¬ 
change offer recapitalisation or other similar 
transaction which has been publicly an¬ 
nounced and has not been terminated. In 
connection with a previous or approximately 
simultaneous offsetting purchase of other 
securities which upon consummation of the 
transaction will result In the equivalent of 
the securities sold. 

J. Alt Other Securities. In the case of all 
securities, except those described In part II 
of this Appendix, which are not Included In 
any of the percentage categories enumerated 
In A.-I. above or K. (2) below, the deduction 
shall be 30 percent of the market value of the 
greater of the long or short position and to 
the extent the market value of the lesser of 
the long or short position exceeds 25 percent 
of the market value of the greater of the long 
or short position, there shall be a percentage 
deduction on such excess equal to 15 percent 
of the market value of such excess Pro¬ 
vided. that no deduction need be made in 
the case of (1) a security which is con¬ 
vertible Into or exchangeable for other securi¬ 
ties within a period of 00 days, subject to no 
conditions other than the payment of money 


and the other securities into which such 
security U convertible or for which It is ex¬ 
changeable. are short In the accounts of such 
broker or dealer or (2) a security which has 
been called for redemption and which Is 
redeemable within 00 days. 

K. Securities with a Limited Market. In 
the case of securities (other than exempted 
securities, nonconvertible debt securities, 
and cumulative nonconvertible preferred 
stock) which are not: (1) traded on a na¬ 
tional securities exchange; (2) designated as 
“0TC Margin Stock;" (3) quoted on “NAS 
DAQ”; or (4) redeemable shares of Invest¬ 
ment companies registered under the In¬ 
vestment Company Act of 1040. the deduc¬ 
tion shall be as follows: 

1. In the case where there are regular quo¬ 
tations In an Inter-dealer quotations system 
for the securities by three or more inde¬ 
pendent market-makers (exclusive of the 
computing member) and where each such 
quotation represents a bona fide offer to 
brokers or dealers to both buy and sell rea¬ 
sonable quantities at stated prices, or where 
a ready market as defined In (a) and (b) 
below Is deemed to exist, the deduction shall 
be determined In accordance with J. above 

(a) “Ready market" shall include a recog¬ 
nized established securities market In which 
there exists Independent bona fide offers to 
buy and sell so that a price reasonably 
related to the last sales price or current bona 
fide competitive bid and offer quotations can 
be determined for a particular security al¬ 
most Instantaneously and where payment 
will be received In settlement of a sale at 
such price within a relatively short time 
conforming trade custom. 

(b) A “ready market" shall also be deemed 
to exist where securities have been accepted 
as collateral for a loan by a bank and where 
the Member demonstrates to Its Examining 
Authority that such securities adequately 
secure such loans 

2. In the case where there are regular 
quotations In an Inter-dealer quotations sys¬ 
tem for the securities by only one or two 
independent market-makers (exclusive of 
the computing Member) and where such 
quotation represents a bona fide offer to 
brokers or dealers both to buy and sell In 
reasonable quantities at stated prices, the 
deduction on both the long and short posi¬ 
tion shall be 40%. 

L Exception to K. above. Where a Mem¬ 
ber demonstrates that there ts sufficient liq¬ 
uidity for any securities long or short In 
the proprietary or other accounts of the 
Member which are subject to a deduction 
required by K above, such deduction, upon 
a proper showing to the Examining Author¬ 
ity, may be appropriately decreased, but In 
no case shall such deduction be less than 
that prescribed In J. above. 

B-n. Stock Options 

A. Additional Definitions. —1. "Listed op¬ 
tion" means any option traded on a reg¬ 
istered national securities exchange or fa¬ 
cility of a registered national securities 
association 

2. "Unlisted option" means any option 
not traded on a registered national securi¬ 
ties exchange or facility of a registered na¬ 
tional securities association. 

B. Certain Adjustments to Working Cap¬ 
ital for Listed Options Before Computing 
the Deductions Specified (n C. be loir.—1. 
The market value of short positions In listed 
options shall be added to Working Capital 
and the market value of any long positions 
In listed options, which relate to long or 
short securities positions or short positions 
in listed options, shall be deducted from 
Working Capital, and; 

2. The amount by which the market value 
of a short security position, which la related 
to a long listed call, exceeds the exercise 


value of such long call, or the amount by 
which the exercise value of a long listed put, 
which la related to a long security pceiuoa. 
exceeds the market value of the long 'ecu. 
rlty, shall be added to Working Capital *nd; 

3. The amount by which the mark e*. vtlua 
of the underlying security would exceed th* 
exercise value of the short listed call nr lv 
amount by which the exercise value of a 
short listed put exceeds the mark*' value 
of the underlying security, shall be de¬ 
ducted from Working Capital. 

C. Deduction from Working Capita: tor 
Uncovered Options and Securities Pcnhoni 
in Which the Broker or Dealer has Offset, 
ting Option Positions. Every Memtv ,hxU 
In computing Adjusted Working Capital de¬ 
duct from Working Capital the percentage 
of all securities positions or option* in th» 
proprietary or other accounts of the Mem¬ 
ber specified below. However, where the 
compulation of deductions required for op- 
tlon positions ss if uncovered and §»*curUj 
positions as If there were no related ntlon 
positions would result In a lesser deduction 
from Working Capital, the Merr.t. - may 
compute such deductions separately 

1. Uncowed Calls . Where a Men- -er U 
short a call, deduct, after the adjustment 
provided for In B-TI.B. above. 30 pcrotal 
(or such other percentage required by B-L 
A -K.) of the current market value of the 
security underlying such option, reduced by 
any excess of the exercise value of tne call 
over the current market value of the under¬ 
lying security. Provided that, tn no event 
shall this deduction be less than 9250 for 
each option contract for 100 share* 

2. Uncovered puts. Where a Member k 
short a put. deduct, after the adjustment 
provided for In B-II.B., 30 percent or *ucb 
percentage required by B-I-A-K. above) of 
the current market value of the purity 
underlying the option, reduced by any rxcesi 
of the market value of the underlying secur¬ 
ity over the exercise value of the put Pro¬ 
vided that In no event shall this deduction 
be leas than $250 for each option contract 
for 100 shares. 

3. Coi»cred Calls. Where a Member it abort 
a call and long equivalent units of the un¬ 
derlying security, deduct, after the adjust¬ 
ment provided for In B-II.B. above 30 per¬ 
cent (or such other percentage required by 
B-I.A.-K above) of the current market tsIu* 
of the underlying security, reduced by any 
excess of the current market vajoe 
of the underlying security over the exercise 
value of the call Provided that no such re¬ 
duction shall have the effect of Increasing 
Adjusted Working capital 

4. Covered Puts. Where a Member ts than 
a put and short equivalent units of the un¬ 
derlying security, deduct, after the adjust¬ 
ment provided for In 3-113. above, 30 per¬ 
cent (or such other percentage required by 
B-I A-K. above) of the current market 
value of the underlying security reduced by 
any excess of the exercise value of the pm 
over the market value of the underlying *e- 
curtty. Provided that no such reduction xhall 
have the effect of Increasing Adjusted Work¬ 
ing Capital. 

5. Conversion Accounts. Where s Member 

la long equivalent units of the underlying 
security, long an unlisted put written or 
endorsed by a broker or dealer and short an 
unlisted call In his Proprietary or other sc- 
oounta. deduct 10 percent (or 30 * 

such other percentage required by B-T 
above) of the market value of the underi.- 
Ing security. 

6. Where a Member Is short equivn.« 
units of the underlying security, long an un¬ 
listed call written or endorsed by a brow 
or dealer and short an unlisted put m 11 
Proprietary or other accounts. Gcanc* 
percent (or 50 percent of such other P* r ' 
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e«Ugc required by B-I. A.-K. above) of 
tfce market value of the underlying security. 

1 long Over-the-Counter Options. Where 
* Member Is kmg an unlisted put or call en- 
5cned or written by a broker or dealer, de¬ 
duct $i percent (or such other percentage 
required by B-X. A.-K. above) of the market 
raiur of the underlying security, not to ex¬ 
ceed any value attributed to such option in 
(s) and fb) below. 

(a) In determining Working Capttal all 
Jos,? and all short positions tn listed options 
•bail tv :narked to their market value 

|b) In determining Working Capital the 
value attributed to any unlisted option shall 
be the a Terence between the option's exer¬ 
cise value and the market value of the un¬ 
derlying security. In the case of an unlisted 
call, ir the market value of the un¬ 
derlying security la leas than the exercise 
value of such call. It shall be given no value 
tad in the case of an unlisted put If the 
market value of the underlying security is 
more Cun the exercise value of the unlisted 
put it Ahall be given no value. 

t listed Options Where a Member Is long 
tested rptiona and there is no offsetting se¬ 
curity v - ttlon. deduct 30 percent of the 
market value of any net long positions in 
optics In the same underlying security, with 
the samr exercise price and the same expira¬ 


tion date. Where a Member has a net short 
position in an option in the same underlying 
security, with the same exercise price and 
the same expiration date and for which the 
broker or dealer does not have a related posi¬ 
tion in the underlying security or an option 
position otherwise provided for In this Ap¬ 
pendix the deduction shall be determined as 
provided in II C (1) or (2) of this Appendix. 

9. Certain Security Positions with Offset¬ 
ting Options. Where a Member is long a 
security for which he is also long a listed 
put |such Member may in addition be short 
a call), deduct, after the adjustments pro¬ 
vided in B-n.B. above. 30 percent of the 
market value of the long security position 
not to exceed the amount by which the 
market value* of equivalent unite of the long 
security position exceeds the exercise value 
of the put. Provided, that if the exercise 
value of the put is equal to or exceeds the 
market value of equivalent units of the long 
security position, no percentage deduction 
shall be applied. 

10. Where a Member Is short a security for 
which he is also long a listed call, (such 
Member may In addition be short a put) 
deduct, after the adjustments provided in 
B-II.B. above. 30 percent of the market value 
of the short security position not to exceed 
the amount by which the exercise value of 
the long call exceeds the market value of 


equivalent units of the abort security posi¬ 
tion. Provided, that if the exercise value of 
the call is leas than or equal to the market 
value of equivalent units of the short secu¬ 
rity position no percentage deduction shall 
be applied. 

11. Certain Spread Positions Where a 
Member is abort a listed call and is also long 
a luted call in the same class of option con¬ 
tracts and the long option expires on the 
same date as or subsequent to the short op¬ 
tion. deduct, after the adjustments required 
in B-TI-B. above, the amount by which the 
exercise value of the long call exceeds the 
exercise v*lue of the short call. Provided, 
that if the exercise value of the long call is 
less than or equal to the exercise value of 
the short call, no deduction is required. 

12 Where a Member Is short a listed put 
and is also long a listed put In the same 
class of option contracts and the long option 
expires on the same date as or subsequent 
to the short option, the deduction after the 
adjustments required in B-1I-B. above, shall 
be the amount by which the exercise value 
of the short put exceeds the exercise value 
of the long put. Provided, that If the exercise 
value of the long pul Is equal to or greater 
than the exercise value of the short put. no 
deduction Is required. 

|PR Doc.77 14*85 Filed 3-25-77:8:46 am] 
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AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
PRIVACY ACT OF 1974 
Revision of System of Records 

Notice is hereby given that the Office of Investigation is revising 
its Systems of Records for the reasons given below. Since there are 
no new routine uses of these records, this revision becomes effec¬ 
tive May 26. 1977. 

System USDA/OI - I is revised to correct the addresses of several field 
offices and make editorial changes. 

System USDA/OI—2 is revised to refer to System USDA/OI—1 
for location of records and thereby eliminate field office addresses 
and to make editorial changes 

System USDA/OI-3 U revised to make editorial changes and to 
amend the system to: 

A. include applicants for O! employment in the categories of in¬ 
dividuals covered, 

B. show how investigative files are stored, and 

C. specify exemption under 3 U.S.C. 552a(k)(5) for investigative material 
compiled solely for determining suitability, eligibility, or qualifications for 
Federal civilian employment. 

System USDA/OI—4 b revised to make editorial changes. 

In accordance with the above. USDA/OI-I through USDA/OI —4 arc 
revised to read as follows: 

USDA/OI — I 

System name: Employees Records, USDA/OI 

System location: In the Headquarters Office in the Agriculture 
Administration Building, 14th and Independence Avenue, SW. ( 
Washington. D.C 20250, and in the following field offices: 

Room 1707, 26 Federal Plaza 

New York, New York 10007 

Room 432A, Federal Center Building 

Hyattsvillc. Maryland 20782 

Room 901, 1447 Peachtree Street, NE. 

Atlanta, Georgia 30309 

Room 800. 1 North Wacker Drive 

Chicago. Illinois 60606 

Room 311. Federal Office Building 

101 South Main Street 

Temple, Texas 76501 

8930 Ward Parkway 

P.O. Box 205 

Kansas City, Missouri 64141 
Room 526, 555 Battery Street 
San Francisco, California 94111 
Room 220, U.S. Court House 
Hato Rcy, Puerto Rico 00918 
600 Dekalb Pike 

King of Prussia, Pennsylvania 19406 
Room 328, 310 New Bern Avenue 
Raleigh. North Carolina 27611 
Room 444 . 80 North Hughey Avenue 

Orlando. Honda 32801 

Room 214, Imperial Towers Office Building 

333 Waller Avenue 

Lexington, Kentucky 40504 

Room 5, 5305 Executive Place 

Jackson. Mississippi 39206 

Room 202. Federal Building 

3rd and State Streets 

Columbus. Ohio 43215 

Room 614, Federal Building 

600 South Street 

New Orleans, Louisiana 70130 

Suite 18-A. I Diamond Plaza 

2490 West 26th Avenue 

Denver. Colorado 80211 

Building 7, 4747 Eastern Avenue 

Ben, California 90201 

Categories of Individuals covered hy the system: OI temporary and 
permanent employees, former employees, and applicants for em¬ 
ployment. 

Categories of records in the system: These records show personnel 
management and work-related information, including position, title, 
grade, pay rate, pay, temporary and permanent address, phone 


number, performance evaluations, promotions, travel inform jUoo, 
accident reports and related information, activity reports, participa¬ 
tion in savings and contribution programs, availability for employ, 
ment. for assignment, or for transfer, qualifications, awards, houri 
worked, issuance of credentials, passports, and other identificjtiou, 
assignment and accountability of property and other things of 
value, parking space assignments, training and dcvclopmcr: and 
special assignments. 

Authority for maintenance of the system: 5 U.S.C. 301, 7 CFR 

2.333 

Routine uses* of records maintained in the system, including aUcg* 
lies of users and the purposes of such uses: To other agencies ui the 

Department and Executive Branch agencies, such as the Civil Ser¬ 
vice Commission, as necessary for proper personnel actions 

Policies and practices for storing, retrieving, accessing, retaining, 
and disposing of records in the system: 

Storage: Records arc maintained in file folders, notebook, and 
card file boxes. 

Retrievahility: By name of individual employee. 

Safeguards: Available on official need to know basis. Kept in 
locked offices after office hours. 

Retention and disposal: Records are retained as long as needed 
and then discarded. Personal information that might be considered 
derogatory or embarrassing is burned when no longer needed 

System managerial and address: Administrative OfficcT. OI. US. 
Department of Agriculture. Washington, D.C. 20250. 

Notification procedure: Inquiries and requests should be ad¬ 
dressed to Assistant Director for Information. Research aod 
Development (IRD), Office of Investigation. U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Washington, D.C 20250. 

Record acorn procedures: To gain access to information in this 
system, send request to the Assistant Director, IRD. 

Contesting record procedures: To contest information in Urn 
system, send request to the Assistant Director, IRD. 

Record source categories: The primary information is from em¬ 
ployee himself. Additional information b provided by supervisors, 
coworkers, references, and investigative personnel. 

USDA/OI—2 

System name: Intelligence Records. USDA/OI 

System location: In the Headquarters Office in the Agriculture 
Administration Building, 14th and Independence Avcnoc. SW.. 
Washington. D.C. 20250, and in the field offices listed in the 
system of records designated USDA/OI— I. 

Categories of individuals covered by the system: Suspects and un¬ 
paid informants 

Categories of records in the system: Allegations against suspects 
and types of information previously furnished by or to be expected 
from informants 

Authority for maintenance of the system: 5 U.S.C. 301.7 CFR 2J3 

Routine uses of records maintained in the system. Including catego¬ 
ries of users and the purposes of such uses: Routine uses (or Uw en¬ 
forcement purposes will include referral to the appropriate 
whether Federal, State, local or foreign, charged with the responu- 
bility of investigating or prosecuting a violation of law or of cn * 0 ^! 
ing or implementing the statute, rule, regulation or ordcT ts*ucd 
pursuant thereto, of any record within this system when informa¬ 
tion available indicates a violation or potential violation of law, 
whether civil, criminal, or regulatory in nature, and whether ortsing 
by general statute or particular program statute, or by rule, regula¬ 
tion. or order issued pursuant thereto. 

Policies and practices for storing, retrieving, accessing, retainiag. 
and disposing of records in the system: 

Storage: Stored on sheets of paper and index cards 

Retrievahility: Retrievable by name of individual subject 

Safeguards: Available on an official nced-to-know basis and kept 
in locked storage when not in use. 

Retention and dbposal: Kept indefinitely and continually updated, 
out-of-date material is burned. 

System managers) and address: Administrative Officer, Office * 
Investigation, U.S. Department of Agriculture. Washington. E 
20250 

Inquiries and requests should be addressed to Assistant Director 
for Information, Research and Development. Office of Invc'rtJ* * 
lion. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Washington. D.C. 20250 
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Systems firm pled from certain provisions of the net: This system 
hn been exempted from the provisions of sections (c)(3). (d), 
itK11, (eMKGKHMh and (f) pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a4kK2) as in¬ 
vestigatory material compiled for law enforcement purposes*This 
exemption is contained in 7 CFR 1.123, 40 Fed. Reg. 45103 (1975). 

USDA/OI-3 

$ntna name: Investigative Ffles and Subject/Title Index. USDA/OI 
System location: In the Headquarters Office in the Agriculture 
Administration Building. 14th and Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington. DC. 20250. and in the field offices set forth in the 
system of records designated USDA/OI—I. 

Except for inadvertent errors, all entries in regional indexes (at 
Ac Rrvt seven field offices listed in USDA/OI-I) are duplicated in 
the Headquarters index. Thus the Headquarters index is the only 
complete index in OI. The Headquarters files also contain a copy 
cf every Ol investigative report, but not the correspondence in all 
cases. Older investigative files of each OI office may have to be 
retrieved from Federal Records Centers when needed. 

Categories of Individuals covered by the system: The individual 
nines in the Ol index fall into one or more of the following catego¬ 
ries: 

Subjects. These are applicants for Ol employment or individuals 
ipsnu whom allegations of wrongdoing have been made In some 
■stances, these individuals have been the subjects of investigations 
conducted to establish whether allegations were true. In other in- 
stances, the allegations were deemed loo frivdous or indefinite to 
varrant inquiry. 

Principals These are individuals who are not named subjects of 
wesbgative inquiries, but may be responsible for alleged viola¬ 
tions For example, the president of a firm alleged to have violated 
Ivm or regulations would likely be individually listed in the Ol index. 

Complainants. These arc individuals who allege wrongdoing, 
■rummage ment, or unfair treatment relating to USD A employees 
tod'or programs. 

Others These are all other individuals closely connected with a 
ssstter of investigative interest or whose names have been checked 
through the index to determine whether they were of record. 
Among these names are those of people who are connected with a 
natter only in that they have shown unusual interest in having al- 
legation' investigated or in learning the results of investigation. 
Aho included in the index are the names of persons on the Depart¬ 
ment of Justice crime list. 

Categories of records in the system: The OI Subjcct/Titlc Index 
ad Investigative Files consist of: 

I. Index cards and/or a microfiche index filed alphabetically by 
the names of individuals, organizations, and firms with a separate 
evd or line item for each; dates of entries made into the index or 
fctci of materials containing information about the named subjects* 
wd identification of the OI fik or files containing information on 
itt subject 

1 Files containing bound sheets of paper or microfiche of such 
‘heels from investigative and other reports, correspondence, and 
«foniv*l notes and notations concerning (a) one investigative matter 
«fb) a number of incidents of the same sort of alleged violation or 

iWgohrity. 

If sucl nformation was available when an index card or line item 
Btedc, the card or microfiche on an individual will include the 
■4riduaJ % address, date of birth, and Social Security number. 

3. Where investigation is being or will be conducted, but has not 
*cn completed, various case management records, investigator's 
8 °tes. statements of witnesses, and copies of records. These arc 
attained on index slips or cards and sheets of paper located in an 
01 office or in the possession of the OI investigator. Certain 
®jo*gcmcot records arc retained after the investigation report is 
jtfcascd as a means of following action taken on the basis of the 
01 investigative report. 

^*kority for maintenance of the system: 5 U.S.C. 301, 7 CFR 2J3 
l^utine uses of records maintained In the system. Including catego- 
Jj* and the purposes of such uses: Routine use for law en- 

tJJ*®*** purposes will include referral to the appropriate agency. 

Federal. State, local or foreign, charged with the responsi- 
I > foi investigating or prosecuting a violation of law or of cn* 
wemg or implementing the statute, rule, regulation or order issued 
thereto, of any record within this system when informs- 
rj" available indicates a violation or potential violation of law, 
*tKtbcr civil, criminal or regulatory in nature, and whether arising 


by general statute or particular program statute, or by rule, regula¬ 
tion or order issued pursuant thereto. 

Policies and practices for storing, retrieving, accessing, retaining, 
and disposing of records In the system: 

Storage: The Ol Subject/Title Index consists of 3-inch by 5-inch 
cards or microfiche hoc items stored in steel cabinets The in¬ 
vestigative files are stored in steel Ijeklriever cabinets. 

Rctrievability: The cards or line items are arranged alphabeti¬ 
cally, and each card or line item identifies one or more Ol in¬ 
vestigative case file or administrative file arranged numerically by 
file number, but not individually identifiable. 

Safeguards: These records are available within USDA and to 
others in the Executive Branch only upon proper identification and 
a need to know and are kept in a limited-access area during normal 
duty hours and in a locked office after duty hours. 

Retention and disposal: The cards or line items arc kept in¬ 
definitely and investigative case files are maintained for 30 years. 
Certain investigative case files of unusual significance are also kept 
indefinitely. Administrative files are kept for five years. 

System managem) and addr»: Administrative Officer, Office of 
Investigation, U.S. Department of Agriculture, Washington. D.C. 
20250. 

Inquiries and requests should be addressed to Assistant Director 
for Information, Research and Development, Office of Investiga¬ 
tion. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20250. 

Systems exempted from certain provisions of the act: This system 
has been exempted from the provisions of sections (cX3). (d), 
leXl), <cK4XG). (H). Jind (I) and (0 pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a 
<kX2) and (kX5) as investigatory material compiled for law enforce¬ 
ment purposes or compiled solely for determining suitability, eligi¬ 
bility, or qualifications for Federal civilian employment. This ex¬ 
emption is contained in 7 CFR 1.123, 40 Fed. Reg. 45103 (1975). 


USDA/OI—4 

System name: Liaison Rcords. USDA/OI 
System location: Headquarters Office in the Agriculture Adminis¬ 
tration Building. !4th and Independence Avenue. SW.. Washington. 
D.C. 20250, and in the field offices set forth in the system of 
records designated USDA/OI—1. 

Categories of individuals covered by the system: Employees or of¬ 
ficials of Federal. State, and local governmental agencies 
Categories of records In the system: Such information as name, 
title, address, phone number, and type of assistance previously 
given or interest previously shown or expected 

Authority for maintenance of the system: 5 U.S.C. 301,7 CFR 2.33 
Routine uses of records maintained in the system, including catego¬ 
ries of users and the purposes of such uses: Disclosed to other in¬ 
vestigative agencies (e.g, FBI. Secret Service. IRS> to coordinate 
investigative efforts or for those agencies to use in their indepen¬ 
dent investigations and to facilitate referral of Ol investigative in¬ 
formation to other Executive Agencies that have an official interest. 

Policies and practices for storing, retrieving, accessing, retaining, 
and disposing of records in the system: 

Storage: Index cards and sheets of paper 
RetrievabilHy: By name of person and Agency 

Safeguards: Information usually obtained from public records and 
available to Ol employees and to others on request. 

Retention and disposal: Information is kept indefinitely and 
disposed of when updated. Out-of-date information is discarded. 

System manager §i and address: Administrative Officer, Office 
of Investigation, U.S. Department of Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 
20250 


Notification procedure: Inquiries and requests should be ad¬ 
dressed to Assistant Director for Information, Research and 
Development (IRD), Office of Investigation. U.S. Department of 
Agriculture. Washington, D.C. 20250 


Record access procedures: To gain access to information in this 
system, send request to Assistant Director, IRD. ^ 

Contesting record procedures: To contest information in this system, send 
request to Assistant Director, IRD. 

Record source categories: Public documents and directories and previous 
contacts with individuals bsted. 

Dated: May 19, 1977 


Bob Bergland 

Secretary 


I PR Doc.77-14«2$ Filed 5-25-77; 8:65 am) 
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presidential documents 

Title 3 — The President 


Executive Order 11992 


May 24, 1977 


Establishing the Committee on Selection of Federal Judicial Officers 


By virtue of the authority vested in me by the Constitution and statutes of the 
United States of America, and as President of the United States of America, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App. I), it 
is hereby ordered as follows: 

Section 1 . Establishment of the Committee . There is hereby established the 
Committee on Selection of Federal Judicial Officers, hereinafter referred to as the 
Committee. The Committee shall consist of a Chairman and six other members to be 
appointed by the President. 

Sec. 2. Functions . When requested by the President, the Committee shall conduct 
inquiries to identify persons who may he qualified to serve as Federal judicial officer*, 
other than United States Circuit Judges or District Judges, and shall conduct investi¬ 
gations of those persons to determine their qualifications. 

Sec. 3. Procedures; Report . (a) When notified by the President that he desires its 
assistance in filling a Federal judicial vacancy, other than a United States Circuit 
Court or District Court vacancy, the Committee shall conduct inquiries to identify 
persons who may be qualified to serve in the position and shall conduct further inquiries 
to determine those persons’ qualifications. 

(b) In conducting its inquiries the Committee shall follow any procedures estab¬ 
lished by the President in his letter of notification or by the Attorney General acting 
on behalf of the President. 

(c) The Committee shall submit to the President and to the Attorney General, 
within 60 days from the date it is notified by the President that he desires its assistance, 
a report listing the names of no more than five persons whom the Committee considers 
well qualified to serve in the position. In determining which persons arr well qualified 
the Committee shall apply criteria established by the President or by the Attorney 
General acting on behalf of the President. 

(d) The Committee shall conduct such additional inquiries and submit such 
additional reports as may be requested by the President. 

(e) The Committee shall perform no function except when requested by the 
President to assist him in filling a vacancy. 

Sec. 4. Ineligibility of Committee Members . No member of the Committee shall 
be eligible to be nominated to fill a position as a Federal judicial officer with respect 
to which the Committee’s assistance lias been requested. 
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Sec. 5. Cooperation by Executive Agencies. The Committee is authorized to 
request, through its Chairman, from any Executive department or agency such infor¬ 
mation or assistance as the Committee deems necessary to carry out its functions under 
this Order. Each department or agency shall, to the extent permitted by law, furnish 
such information or assistance to the Committee. The Committee also is authorized 
to request from any State agency such information and assistance as the Committee 
deems necessary, and to obtain such information and assistance to the extent permitted 
by State law. 

Sec. 6. Travel Expenses; Administrative Support ; Financing, (a) Members of 
the Committee shall serve without compensation. While engaged in the work of the 
Committee, members may receive travel expenses, including diem in lieu of sub¬ 
sistence, as authorized by Jaw (5 U.S.C. 5702 and 5703). 

(b) The Attorney General shall furnish to the Committee necessary staff, supplies, 
facilities and other administrative services. 

(c) All necessary expenses incurred in connection with the work of the Commit¬ 
tee. to the extent permitted by law, shall be j>aid from funds available to the Attorney 
General. 

Sec. 7. Federal Advisory Committee Act Functions . Notwithstanding the pro¬ 
visions of any other Executive order, the functions of the President under the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App. I), except that of reporting annually to the 
Congress, which are applicable to the Committee, shall be performed by the Attorney 
General in accordance with the guidelines and procedures established by the Office of 
Management and Budget. 

Sec. 8 . Termination of the Committee . The Committee shall terminate on De¬ 
cember 31, 1978, unless sooner extended. 



The White House. 

May 24. 1977. 

[FR Doc.77-15312 Filed 5-25-77;!2:02 pro] 
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Executive Order 11993 • May 24, 1977 

Relating to the United States Circuit Judge Nominating Commission 


By virtue of the authority vested in me by the Constitution and statutes of the 
United States of America, and as President of the United States of America, Section 3 
of Executive Order No. 11972 of February 14, 1977, is amended by redesignating the 
present text as subsection (a), redesignating the present lettered subsections as num¬ 
bered paragraphs (1), (2), (3), and (4), and bv adding the following new subsection 
(b): 

“(b) The Panel for the District of Columbia Circuit shall have the additional 
function of recommending nominees for the United States District Court for the 
District of Columbia, in accordance with the standards and procedures prescribed by 
this order for recommending nominees for circuit judges/’. 



The White House, 

May 24, 1977. 

(FR Doc.77-15313 Filed 5-25-77,12:03 pm] 
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would you 
//Ire to know 

if any changes have been made in 
certain titles of the CODE OF 
FEDERAL REGULATIONS without 
reading the Federal Register every 
day? If so, you may wish to subscribe 
to the "Cumulative List of CFR 
Sections Affected," the "Federal 
Register Index," or both. 

Cumulative List of CFR Sections Affected 

$10.00 

per year 

The "Cumulative List of CFR Sections 
# Affected" is designed to lead users of 
w V the Code °f Federal Regulations to 
^ N amendatory actions published in the 
Federal Register, and is issued 
monthly in cumulative form. Entries 
indicate the nature of the changes. 

Federal Register Index $8.00 

per year 

Indexes covering the 
contents of the daily Federal Register are 
issued monthly, quarterly, and annually. 
Entries are carried primarily under the 
names of the issuing agencies. Significant 
subjects are carried as cross-references. 

A ending aid is included in each publication which lists 
Federal Register page numbers with the date of publication 

In the Federal Register. 

Note to FR Subscribers: FR Indexes and the 
' Cumulative List of CFR Sections Affected" will continue 
to be mailed free of charge to regular FR subscribers. 


rifciuiimiifTvniiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiftuiuiiJiiiiiiitiuii 


• Mall order form to: 

• Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402 


z There Is enclosed l_ 


-Jor. 


. subscription(s) to the publications checked below: 


CUMULATIVE LIST OF CFR SECTIONS AFFECTED C$10.00 e year domestic: $12.50 foreign) 
FEDERAL REGISTER INDEX C$*JX> a year domestic; $10.00 foreign) 


Name. 


Street Address _ 

I City - 


State . 


ZIP 


Make check psyobto to the Super/nfandent of Documents 


llll 


III! 


niiimitiiiiiuiiMnumiiiiiinniMa 


















